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Richardson, Re. Pole and Another v. Pattenden ... 


° 
Current Topics. 
The New Year's Honours. 

THE DEFERRED New Year’s Honours List does not contain 
much recognition of the law Sir CHARLES CHADWICK- 
HeaLey, K.C., who was once well known at the Equity Bar, 
has rendered valuable services in connection with the Royal 
Naval Volunteer Reserve and other naval matters, and he 
becomes a baronet Mr. R. F. Dunnett, of London and 
York, secretary and solicitor to the North-Eastern Railway, 
has rendered valuable services to the Admiralty, and also at 
the Demobilization Department, and receives a K.C.B.; and 
Judze Tostn receives a knighthood. There are, doubtless, good 
reasons for his being selected to represent the county court 
bench in the receipt of this honour, though we do not happen 
to know them Where there are so many and euch efficient 
public servants, the choic® cannot be easy. We note with 
interest that Mr. Joun Coopr-Apams, who was the founder 
and joint hon. treasurer of the Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund. 


also receives the honour of knighthood 


The Easter Cause Lists. 

In noTH the Court of Appeal and the Chancery Division the 
lists for the present sittings are light. The appeal list has only 
92 causes, and these are eked out by the unusual number of 
23 in Admiralty. The Chancery appeals are down to 8, and 
the King’s Bench appeals to 43. At Easter, 1914, the total 
was 311: but that was before the war. There has been a tend 
ency downwards ever since, though the number has not before 
fallen below a hundred In the Chancery Division the total 
is 121, with 33 winding-up matters The former figure is 
about half that at the beginning of last sittings: but at 
Easter. 1917. the figures were 122 and 25; so the drop is not 
without precedent In the King’s Bench Division business is 
healthier with a total of 616, made up of 108 Divisional Court 
bankruptcy matters. This is not 
quite up to the figure last sittings—716: but it maintains the 
recovery of the last year or so At Easter, 1917, the total 
here was 370. and at Easter, 1916. it had dropped to 188. 
The Chancery Division then had 324 matters. Such is the 
The Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 


29 


cases, 504 actions, and 4 


wheel of fortune 
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Division is still full of work. There are 779 probate and 
divorce causes and 76 Admiralty jut the 692 undefended 
divorce causes shew the real nature of the work The de- 


centralization of this cl The 


Chancery Appeal t includes an appeal from the judgment 
of YounceEr, J 
(ante, P 390), rt 


ass of business is long overdue 


in Patent Castings Syndicate v Etherington 
iat the question whether excess profits duty 
deducted before arriving at ‘‘ net profits,’’ 
so much difference of judicial 


is or is not to be 


as to which there has been 


opinion, will be de« ided 


The Land Value Duties. 

If 18 nine years since the Land Value Duties were intro 
duced, and the Chancellor of the Exchequer had to admit in 
his Budget speech on Wednesday that the yield was disap 
pointing and that the tax was unworkable, largely, he said, 
owing to the decisions of the Courts, as to which, however, 
According to 
the tax is leviable where there was never 
any intention to levy it. and it 
to be 
less referred to in the former category, 
Lord Mow.ton’'s suggested catechism 

‘* Question: What is the increment 
of the site value of land when the value of the site has not 


he was careful to avoid hinting any disrespect 
these decisions it seem 
is not leviable where it ought 
Lumsden Case (1914. A. C. 877) is doubt 


f which is, 


The famous 
perhaps, 
chiefly memorable for 
on the laws of England 
changed ? Answer: It is the difference of opinion of two Govern 
ment valuers as to the value of the owner's total interest in 
the estate 
C‘'amden'’s Case 


In the latter category we may place the Marquess 
(1915, A. C. 241) and the recent 
tical Commissions 388), which between them 


Ececlesias 
" (ase (ante, p 
seem to have knocked the bottom out of reversion duty Un 
developed land duty has, we believe, been abandoned in prac 
tice as hopele One of the curiosities of this litigation is the 
Herbert Case (1913, A. €. 326), where it was held that the 
asseasable site value might be a minus quantity. The worst of 
all these taxes depending on valuation and on arbitrary systems 
of accounting is that the result of the assessment may have no 
relation whatever to any actual! facts of valuation or profit 
On that something might be said in respect of the curious 
systems of accounting sent up under the Munitions Exchequer 
Payments and Excess Profits Duty Rules. However, the 
Land Value Duties are now to be the subject of inquiry, but 
Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN does not abandon the idea of a 
general valuation of land available for public purposes when- 
ever required. Incidentally, we may observe that the appeals 
in the Smyth, Hunter and 
‘abated ’’ appeal list, the two former being appeals from 
Scrutton, J. (1914, 3 K.° B. 406, 423), and the last from 
Row attr, J. (1915, 1 K. B. 716); but it may, apparently, be 
presumed that they will not be proceeded with 


Vorrison. cases still stand in the 


The Passing of the ‘‘ Statutory List.’’ 

It witt be seen, from an Order in Council which we print 
elsewhere, that the ‘‘ Statutory List’’ has been entirely with- 
This was established under the Trading with the 
Enemy (Extension of Powers) Act, 1915, by the Proclamation 
of 27th February, 1916, and has been varied from time to time 
by Orders in Council, which we have noted on their: issue, 
usually at intervals of about two weeks. The policy of the 
Statutory List was based on the fact that, under our 
law, mercantile character depends, for war purposes, not on 
nationality, but on trading domicile, and a German carrying 
on business in an Allied or country was not an 
‘enemy,’’ and hence trading with him was not forbidden. 
The Act of 1915 altered this rule, in specific cases, by allowing 
a ‘‘ black list’’’ of such traders, and also of traders of enemy 
association, with whom trading was prohibited. Before the 
United States entered the war this policy created a good deal 
of criticism there, and diplomatic exchanges of view took place 
between that country and Great Britain (see 60 Soricrrors’ 
JOURNAL, p. 424), and the alarm across the Atlantic was in- 
creased when one aiteration of the list added eighty-five United 
States names (:id, pp. 642, 651, and, as to further diplomatic 


drawn. 


neutral 


| here, and’in the Harvard Law Review, to which we referred 
at the time (61 Soricittors’ Journa, p. 346). However, this 
source of friction was removed when the United States entered 
the war, and other countries do not seem to have been in a 
position to protest. The maintenance of the list must have 
caused a vast amount of work and investigation; but we are 
not aware that any official statement has been made as to its 
actual utility. However that may be, there appears to be 
no further need of it. 


Responsibility for the War and War Crimes. 

IF, AS Is our usual endeavour, we wrote with journalistic 
promptitude, it would be impossible to do justice to the 
grave questions of international law which are now before the 
world. We must content ourselves with noting them, and 
then leaving them for further consideration. We refer in par- 


Commission on Responsibility established by the Peace Con- 
ference, and the Articles on this subject (printed elsewhere) 
which it is proposed to insert in the Peace Treaty ; and to the 
Revised Covenant of the League of Nations which was adopted 
at a plenary sitting of the Conference last Monday. According 
to the published summary, the Report of the Commission 
leals first with the responsibility for the war, and its conclu- 
ions are :—- 

(1) The war was premeditated by the Central Powers, together 
with their allies, Turkey and Bulgaria, and was the result of acts 
deliberately committed in order to make it unavoidable. 

‘ (2) Germany, in agreement with Austria-Hungary, deliberately 
worked to defeat all the many conciliatory proposals made by the 
Entente Powers and their repeated efforts to avoid war." 

As regards the specific question of the violation of Belgian 
neutrality, it says 

‘The neutrality of Belgium, guaranteed by the Treaties of 19th 
April, 1839, and that of Luxemburg, guaranteed by the Treaty of 
llth May, 1867, were deliberately violated by Germany and Austria- 
Hungary.” 

And as to crimes committed by enemy belligerents, a list of 
thirty-two categories is given, with this comment :— 

It constitutes the most striking list of crimes that has ever 
been drawn up, to the eternal shame of those who committed them 
The facts are established. They are numerous and so vouched for 
that they admit of no doubt and they cry for justice.” 

The conclusions on this head are: 

“(1) The war was carried on by the Central Empires, together 
with their allies, Turkey and Bulgaria, by barbarous or illegitimate 
methods in violation of the established laws and customs of war 
and the elementary laws of humanity 

2) A Commission should be created for the purpose of collect- 

ing and classifying systematically all the information already had 
or to be obtained, in order to prepare as complete a list of facts as 

, possible concerning the violations of the laws and customs of war 
committed by the forces of the German Empire and its allies, on 
land, on sea, and in the air in the course of the present: war 


The Personal Responsibility of Sovereigns. 

As To the personal responsibility of the authors of these mis- 
deeds, aquestion arose in the Committee whether there wasto be 
an exception in favour of sovereigns or whether the usual rule 
of immunity was to be applied tothem. But it was felt that to 
allow such an exception unaer the present circumstances ‘‘ would 
shock the conscience of civilized mankind.’’ Moreover, ‘‘ the 
trial of the offenders might be seriously prejudiced if they 
attempted and were able to plead the superior orders of a 
Sovereign against whom no steps had been taken or were being 
taken.’’ Hence all persons implicated are to be held respon- 
sible, and “‘ it will be for the Court to decide whether a ple 
of superior orders is sufficient to acquit the person charged 
from responsibility.’’ But as regards prosecution for the 
offences dealt with in the Report, a distinction is drawn between 
the acts which brought about the war and the breaches of 
treaty which led to the violation of the neutrality of Belgium, 
and the acts committed in the course of the war. The former, 
though open to grave moral reprobation, are treated as not 
the proper subject for criminal proceedings, and the conclu- 
sions are 





correspondence, see :hid, p. 726, Vol. 61, p. 65). The question 


was also the subject of discussion in the Contemporary Revieu | 


‘(1) The acts which brought about the war should not be cnarged 
against their authors or made the subject of proceedings before @ 
tribunal 





ticular to the Report just published (7imes, 28th ult.) of the 
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“ (2) On the special head of the breaches of the neutrality of 
Luxemburg and Belgium, the gravity of these outrages upon the 
principles of the law of nations and upon international good faith is 
such that they should be made the subject of a formal condemnation 
by the Conference.”’ 

But these are followed by a further paragraph which appears 
inconsistent with the first two, and which suggests that the 
Peace Conference should specially arrange for the punishment 
of these acts: 

*(3) On the whole case, including both the acts which brought 
about the war and those which accompanied its inception, 
particularly the violation of the neutrality of Belgium and Luxem 
burg, it would be —_ for the Peace Conference, in a matter so 
unprecedented, to adopt special measures, and even to create a 
special organ, in order to deal as they deserve with the authors 
of such acts 

“ (4) It is desirable that for the future penal sanction should be 
provided for such grave outrages against the elementary principles 
of international law.’’ 


International Tribunals. 

Tue Report appears to be the result of a compromise between 
those who stood for purely legal views and those who took a 
broader ground, and it is presumably in accordance with the 
suggestion in paragraph 3 that the Articles arraigning the ex 
Kaiser have been drawn. Under them a special tribunal com 
posed of five judges, one appointed by each of the United 
States, Great Britain, France. Italy and Japan, will be con 
stituted to try him, ‘‘ thereby assuring him the guarantees 
essential to the right of defence.’’ As to the other misdeeds, 
each belligerent would be entitled under international law to 
set up an appropriate tribunal and bring before it such 
accused persons as are in their power; but the Report proposes 
that, instead of this, a High Tribunal should be established. 
consisting of three representatives appointed by each of the 
five Great Powers, and of one representative appointed by each 
of Belgium, Greece, Poland, Portugal, Rumania, Serbia, and 
Czecho-Slovakia. The law to be applied by this tribunal will 
be the “ principles of the law of nations as they result from 
the usages established among civilized peoples, from the laws 
of humanity, and from the dictates of public conscience.’’ The 
Report further suggests the creation of an International Pro 
secuting Commission of five members, one to be appointed by 
each of the five Great Powers. In accordance with the prin 
ciple cited above, enemy sovereigns would be amenable to this 
tribunal in regard to offences falling within its jurisdiction 
But the proposed Peace Articles, which we print elsewhere, do 
not adopt the suggestion for a single High Tribunal. They 
provide that persons guilty of criminal acts against the 
nationals of one State shall be brought before the military 
tribunals of that State, and joint tribunals would be set up 
only where nationals of more than one State have suffered. 


The League of Nations Covenant. 

WE PRINTED the text of the draft Covenant for a League of 
Nations two months ago (ante, p. 395) We print elsewhere 
the text of the revised Covenant, and it will be seen that the 
changes, though some of them are important, are—apart from 
drafting amendments—comparatively few. At the com 
mencement a new Article is introduced specifying by 
reference to the Annex the original members of the 
League and certain other States which can declare 
their accession by declaration made within two months 
of the Covenant coming into force. The Annex con 
tains the names of twenty-seven Allied and Associated States 
(counting the British Empire as one, though Canada, Aus 
tralia, South Africa, New Zealand and India are mentioned 
under it), which will be signatories of the Treaty, and thirteen 
neutrals which will have the right to accede, but they must 
accede without reservation. No right of accession is accorded 
to enemy States, but the Article (reproducing the draft 
Article 7) allows of the accession of any fully self-governing 
State, Dominion or Colony with the consent of two-thirds of 
the ‘‘ Assembly,’’ provided it gives guarantees of sincerity, 
and accepts the regulations prescribed by the League in regard 
to its military and naval forces. The Body of Delegates in the 





draft Covenant is now called ‘‘ the Assembly,’’ and the func 
tions of the Assembly are widened by allowing it, like the 
Coune 


to deal generally with matters affecting the peace of 


the world. An important addition is made to the Article con 
stituting the ¢ 
each for the five Great Powers and one each for four other 


This st consists of nine members—one 


‘ouncil 


Powers to be selected from time to time by the Assembly ; but a 
paragraph has been added allowing the Council, with the ap 
proval of a majority of the Assembly, to name additional 
members of the League, whose representatives shall also be 
mem bet f the Council. It would, no doubt, have been better, 
if only circumstances had permitted, to introduce Get many as 


an original perhaps, not 


beyond the bounds of possibility that this may result from the 
peace negotiations; but the above alterations in the Covenant 


member of the League, and it is, 


are obviously made in order to facilitate her inclusion, 


Limitation of Armaments and Arbitration. 


UNDER AN amendment to the Council Article, it is made clear 
that each member will have only one vote and only one repre 
sentative An important change has been made in the Pro 
cedure Article (now Article V ) requiring decisions of the 
Council and Assembly to be unanimous, except where other 
wise expressly provided This is a concession to the principle 
of sovereignty That. it will reduce the League to impotence 
is not improbable, but the present Covenant is only a beginning 
The seat of the League is established at Geneva, and, by the 
appointment of Sir Eric Drummonp, Great Britain has the 
secretary No binding Article is intro 


a chief object to be aimed at 


honour of the first 
duced as to disarmament 
but the Council is to formulate plans for this purpose, and 
any State accepting the plan proposed for it may not exceed 
the limits of the plan without the concurrence of the Council. 
The Articles as to reference to arbitration—-in Jjusticiable 
matters (which are now defined by examples) to a Permanent 
Court. of International Justice to be established, and in other 
matters to an agreed arbitration tribunal—remain substanti 
ally the same; and so also the provision for reference, failing 
arbitration, to the Council or the Assembly for inquiry and re 
port The members bind themselves not to resort to war until 
three months after the award or report, and provision is made by 
Article XVI. for enforcing this obligation, but the Covenant 
stops short of forbidding war altogether A provision is 
added to this Article allowing for the expulsion from the 
League of a member violating any covenant Speaking gener 
ally, the weak parts of the Covenant are the requirement of 
unanimous votes, the failure to insist on disarmament, and 
the failure to prohibit recourse to arms; and insufficient prom 
inence is given to the International Court The League,’”’ 
says Sir Frepertck Pgiiock in the current Law Quarterly 
stands for 


Review ‘The Work of the League of Nation 
peace among nations assured by justice But there can be no 
settled justice without judgment and no judgment without a 


tribunal As we have said, however, the present Covenant 
is only a beginning. It is matter of congratulation that the 
League idea, which not long agé was generally regarded as 
Utopian, has assumed reality--mainly under pressure of the 
horrors of war, and the societies in the United States and this 
country, and elsewhere, which have done so much work for it, 
now see the reward of their labours It is, perhaps, the surest 
sion that the Peace, as well as the War, will be won 


Executors and the Statute of Limitations. 


THERE 18 no doubt that an executor who has been guilty of 
a devastavit can plead the statute of limitations. So long ago 
as 1855 Vice-Chancellor Pace-Woop correctly stated the law 
in Thorne Kerr (2 K. & J. 54) when he said Upon the 
uthorities and also upon the well-settled rule of law, if vou 
personal against the executor 
But whether he can plead 
» the assets has been 


sue upon a devastavit, that is 
and is barred by the six years 
the statute where he has honestly paid away 
h controversy, though recent cases have done 
The curious result of the older 
aim the benefit of the statute 


the ubject of mur 
much to remove the doubt. 
cases was that an executor could cl 
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when he had wrongfully misapplied the assets, but not when 
he had honestly done so. This anomalous rule did not, as one 
might have expected, disappear on the passing of the Trustee 
Act, 1888, but long survived it, and in Re Blow (1913, 1 Ch. 
358), Warrincton, J., held that the principle that in creditors’ 
suits payments by executors to beneficiaries will be disallowed, 
though made more than six years before action, has not been 
altered by the Trustee Act, 1888 The Court of Appeal, how- 
ever, reversed this decision, and h2ld that monevs honestly 
paid away six years before action ought to be allowed. as exe 
cutors were entitled to plead the statute It will be 
that in that case, as 


noticed 
in the older cases, the question arose in 
a creditors’ administration action; but it has been doubted 
whether the same ruie holds good in a beneficiaries’ action, to 
which, Warrincton, J., said, very different considerations 
apply. In Lacons v. Warmoll (1907, 2 K. B. 350), FLercHer 
Mou ton, L.J., expressed the opinion that, at all events since 
the passing of the Trustee Act, 1888, the liability of an exe- 
cutor in respect of moneys honestly paid away by him was 
barred after six years from the date of payment, whatever 
might be the form of the proceedings by which it was sought 
to enforce the liability. This, ef course, was only a dictum, 
and until quite recently there was no decided case on the point 
with the exception of Re Croyden (55 Soticirors’ Journat, 
632), in which Eve, J., held that a claim by a _ beneficiary 
against an executor who had misapplied the estate of his testator 
without dishonesty was barred after six years under the Trustee 
Act, 1888 In the latest case: Re Richardson (reported else- 
where), Peterson, J., said cases like Re Blow stood on a dif 
ferent footing, being actions to enforce claims, by creditors, 
but he thought he ought to follow Re ¢ royden provided the 
circumstances of the case were such that it did not come within 
the exceptions in section 8 of the Trustee Act, 1888 It seems, 
therefore, to be now settled that executors are as much entitled 
to plead the statute against beneficiaries as against creditors 


The Chinese and their Gaming Houses. 

THE ANXIETIES arising from the huge increase in the num 
ber of the inhabitants of China, and the severity of their 
competition in various forms of human industry, are probably 


exaggerated, but there can be no doubt that the Chinaman is | 


becoming well 
stranger. He plants himself in the narrow and confined streets 
of the largest maritime cities, 


known in regions where he was formerly a 


gaming in the most unfavourable conditions. We have read 
how a number of the more indolent of Chinese gamesters will 
stretch themselves in the rays of the sun, each one watching 
with eager interest his particular lump of sugar, which will 
win him his wages if it is the first to attract one of the flies 
which are buzzing about. A recent case in the Thames Police 
Court gave the following facts 
was remanded on a charge 


The appellant, a Chinaman, 
of being concerned with others in 
Papers containing representations 
of eighty Chinese symbols were distributed among those who 
visited the house on payment of sixpence each 


running a gaming-house 


Those who 
took part in the game marked out ten of the eighty symbols, 
and every hour one of the principals also marked out ten of 
the characters, chanting at the same time a chosen song. A 
competitor fortunate enough to have marked out the same ten 
characters as the man conducting the gamble became the 
winner of a considerable sum, or of a smaller sum if eight out 
of the ten figures were right. The game, it will be seen. is 
not without resemblance to various European contrivances by 
which credulous folk are tempted to place their money in 
jeopardy, and the proficiency of the Chinese will by some 
persons be regarded as proof of their advance in the paths of 
civilization. We may add that anyone who is interested in 
the details of the more popular gaming tables may be recom- 
mended to study under the head the digests of 
cases for the last sixty years. These cases will give him a clear 
and interesting description of the devices by which the fool is 
tempted to part with his money, and may even suggest that 
it is often profitable to spread the net in sight of the bird, 


Gaming ~’ 


and indulges his passion for | 


Actions for Maintenance. 


| Tue subject of action for maintenance, and when an action will 
or will not lie against a defendant for ‘‘ maintaining ’’ an 
action against the plaintiff brought by a third person, has 
recently been thoroughly investigated during the course of 
the litigation relating to the Vew Anzac-on-Sea case. The 
litigation has been brought to an end by the House of Lords 
deciding that no action lay against the maintainors of the 
original action for their maintenance of the maintained action 


| Verlle v. London “ Express oF Vews paper (Limited) (1919, 
A. C. 368). One of the results of the House of 
Lords’ decision has been, in the words of Lord Puiuu 
MORE, ‘‘theclearing up of a somewhat obscure portion 

fof our law.’’ There is a certain degree of com- 


plexity in the facts of the case and the circumstances of 
the litigation, and both these and the opinions delivered in 
the House of Lords—for the Law Lords were not unanimous 
require rather careful statement to make them intelligible 
without too much detail. The length of the report in the 
House of Lords is in striking contrast with the extreme brevity 
of the reports in the courts below. 

NEVILLE, the appellant, was the plaintiff in the action and 
the respondents (defendants) were the proprietors of the Daily 
Express newspaper. NEVILLE owned some land on the Sussex 
coast, and proposed to make of it a new seaside resort. He 
promoted a prize competition for a suitable name for this new 
resort, and the name ‘‘ New Anzac-on-Sea ’’ eventually secured 
the prize But under the guise of ‘‘ consolation prizes’’ a 
number of plots of land had been given to competitors, one 
condition being that each paid three guineas for a conveyance 
of his plot. The Daily Express criticized the competition as 
not being bond fide, and eventually the newspaper’s solicitors 
acted for 114 of the persons who had paid these sums of three 
guineas in actions in the Chancery Division, with the result 
that these persons all obtained judgment against NevILe for 
a return of the three guineas paid by each. NEVILLE then sued 
the Daily Express for libel and maintenance, bringing the 
action in the King’s Bench Division. The jury gave a verdict 
for NEVILLE on the libel and answered questions in the claim 
for maintenance, upon which judgment was also given for 
NEVILLE The Court, of Appeal ordered new trials on both 
claims. NevILuLe and the Dai/y Express then both appealed 
| to the House of Lords. The decision of the Courf of Appeal 
as to a new trial on the claim for libel was affirmed, and 
nothing more need be said on that point. On the claim for 
maintenance, however, judgment was ordered to be entered for 
the defendants. It is on this point—NeviLLe’s eventual 
failure to substantiate his claim against the Daily Erpress for 
maintaining the Chancery Division actions against: him—that 
the case is of interest and importance. As already stated, the 
decision of the House of Lords was not unanimous, and the 
opinions of the five Law Lords who heard the appeal exhibit 
two distinct lines of cleavage in their differences, 

The first point of difference was on the question whether the 
success of the actions maintained in the Chancery Division con- 
stituted a bar to NEvILLeE’s action in the King’s Bench Divi- 
The decision was that the success of the maintained 
actions did not constitute a bar, and that NEVILLE was not on 
this ground precluded from bringing his action for mainten- 
ance. The other point of difference was on tlie question 
whether it was necessary for NEVILLE to shew special damage 
or whether he was entitled to bring his action against the 
Daily Express on the footing of maintenance of the Chancery 
Division actions being an infringement in itself of a legal right, 
such as occurred in Ashby v. White (2 Ld. Raym. 938, 1 Sm. 
L. C. 231). The decision here was against Nevitte—that 
he was not entitled to bring his action without shewing special 
damage, and that none such had been shewn. It remains to 





s1on. 


indicate briefly the views advanced for and against these two 
decisions. 

That the success of the maintained litigation is not a bar to 
the right of action for maintenance was held by Lord Fixtay 
,; (then Lord Chancellor), Lord Hatpane and Lord ATKINSON 
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(Lord SHaw and cont Festa IMORE dissenting). Lord Finiay 
thought the case of Wallis v. Duke of Portland (3 Ves. 494) 
* decisive against the proposition that the proceedings main 
tained must have failed ’ the same law was laid down by 
the Court of Appeal in Oram v. Hutt (1914, 1 Ch. 107). In 
both these cases it was decided that the offence of maintenance 
is constituted although the claim maintained succeeded 
Other cases were also cited, and Lord Fintay went on to point 
out that ‘‘ an action for maintenance differs essentially from 
an action for malicious prosecution, which can be maintained 
only if the prosecution failed.’ Maintenance is a common 
law offence, though ‘‘ various statutes were passed inflicting 
particular penalties upon various kinds of maintenance,’ of 
which the ‘‘ most important is 32 Hen. 8, c. 9."’ Referring to 
section 3, Lord Finvay said that the ‘‘ unlawful maintenance 
mentioned in this section ’’ did not. denote ‘* cases in which un- 
founded claims have been supported,’’ but ‘‘ cases in which 
the justification for the support of another man’s action did 
not exist, such as was offered by motives of charity or relation- 
ship.’’ Lord Hatpane expressed his concurrence in these 
views in very few words, but Lord Atkinson followed Lord 
Fintay in dealing with this point at considerable length and 
coming to the same conclusion; he treated Wallis v. Duke of 
Portland (supra) as “‘ crucial upon this point Lord SHaw 
and Lord PHILLIMORE, in dissenting, were unable to agree as 
to the effect of the decision in Wallis v. Duke of Portland. 
Lord SHaw incidentally called attention to a discrepancy 
between the Norman-French and the English version of a 
statute of 1305 (33 Ed. 1) in the Statutes Revised. 

That an action for damages for maintenance will not lie in 
the absence of proof of special damage was held by Lord 
Fintay, Lord SHaw and Lord Puitiimore (Lord HaLpaNne 
and Lord ATKINSON dissenting). Lord Finiay said: ‘‘ The 
maintenance may be punishable as an offence, but, to give a 
right of action, the commission of the offence must have caused 
damage to the plaintiff. The principle of Ashby v. White 
(supra) was expressly distinguished The action for main- 
tenance at common law is not . . . an action for the in 
vasion of a right; it is an action in respect of, an offence which 
causes damage to the plaintiff,’’ And further on: ‘‘ In the 
present case there is no damage. The plaintiff, it is true, has 
had to repay money y which he had obtained by fraud and to 
pay costs in respect ‘of his having resisted payment It cannot 
be regarded as damage sufficient to maintain an action that 
the plaintiff has had to discharge his legal obligations, or that 
he has incurred expenses in endeavouring to evade them,’’ and 
the extraordinary consequences that would follow, if this were 
not so, were pointed out. Lord SHaw went into the whole sub 
ject at great length, and the results of his independent exami 
nation of the statutes and authorities may be thus summed up 
The actions were maintained for the plaintiffs by the re 
spondents against Mr. Nevitie. The result was that justice 
was done, injustice was defeated, and by the aid of the main- 
tenance given the law was put in force to achieve right, and 
right was achieved. In is opinion it is no part of the common 
law of England to make it possible to construct out of this 
maintenance either a wrong in itself or a wrong sounding in 
damages. Lord PxHittimore did not devote much considera 
tion to this point on its own account, and was content to say 
that Nevitie had not proved ‘‘ that he sustained any private 
injury such as the law recognizes as some invasion of his 
rights as a citizen by reason of the’’ conduct of the Daily 
Express. It is obvious that Lord Suaw and Lord Paitti- 
MORE, holding as they did that the success of the Chancery 
actions justified their maintenance, could hardly do otherwise 
than hold that Nevitte had no right of action either as having 
suffered special damage or under the principle of Ashby v. 
White. Lord Haupane, while holding that Ashby v. White 
did apply, and that Nevitte’s legal right had been violated by 
the Chancery action being maintained against him, thought it 
was a case for nominal damages only. Lord ATKINSON also 
held that Ashby v. White applied, but that NErvILLe was 
entitled to nominal damages only. 

The actual binding decision of the House of Lords lays down 





the rule that an action for maintenance will not lie in the 
absence of proof of special damage The other part of the 
decision, or the opinion of the majority, that the success of 
the maintained litigation is not a bar to an action for main- 
tenance, is clearly not of the same weight, since the action was 
held to fail. The dissenting opinion of Lerd Saaw on this 
point is of great weight, and may possibly result in further 
litigation being necessary in order to elucidate the rule of law 
as to successful litigation being a bar to an action for main- 


tenance 





The Annual Value of Property in 
War Time 


It was a profitable, if not an entirely happy, day for many a 
Highland laird, and for his neighbours also, when the Sasse- 
nach discovered the recreation, and the pleasure, to be derived 
from renting a grouse moor in North Britain. If they did 
not fully appreciate and realise this truth in past years, it 
may have been brought unkindly home to them of late when, 
owing to the war and the adverse conditions it causes, thera 
little or no demand for shootings. The uniesitel. and, 
perhaps, increasing, difficulty in finding shooting tenants re- 
cently gave rise to two important decisions in the Valuation 
Ap peal Court in Edinburgh of Znverness Assessor v. Grant. 
(55 8. L Re} 236) and /nverness Assessor V. Mac pherson’s 
Trustees (55 s L. Rep. 241); but inasmuch as the facts in 
each case were somewhat similar, and were discussed, on an 
appeal by the assessor, by the same three judges, we do not 
propose to do more than to glance at the facts presented by 
the former An additional attractiveness and piquancy 1s 
given to the controversy by the fact that the learned judges 
were not unanimous, and by the feeling that the judgments 
would therefore receive additional care and consideration. 

In May. 1914, that is some two or three months before the 
war commenced, a deer forest and shootings were let for nine 
vears, and the rating assessor made a valuation of £1,543 
per annum based on the rental reserved. Fortunately, as 
events proved, for the lessee, he had an option to determine 
t] in May, 1917, an option which he duly exere ised. 
The landlord there upon let the property for 1917-18 at a net 
rent of £196; and, as may be mene he claimed that this 
reduced rental should be entered on the valuation roll! in lieu 
of the £1,543, such reduced rent being the true measure of 
annual value Now, the assessor does not seem to 
have alleged that this rent was not a bona fide one, indeed, 
not the best rent which could be obtained in the present state 
of the countryside; but he submitted that where such a pro- 
perty was let for a single year, or a single season, at a rent 

ufficient to meet the landlord’s outlay for the wages 
of keepers, &c., that rent could not be regarded as ‘ yearly 
rent conditioned as the fair annual value’’ of the property 
to be assessed. And the assessor referred very appositely 
to a recent case Perrins v. Thi Assessor for Ross and Uro- 
marty (55 8. L. Rep. 258)—where it had been held that, in 
respect of deer forests and shootings that were unlet during the 
war, a reduction of 50 per centum from the ante bellum annual 
value constituted a reasonable allowance for the derangement 
in letting such properties that the war had undoubtedly occa- 
sioned ; and he, with equal judgment, intimated his willingness 
to agree to reduce the above mentioned valuation of £1,543 
to £7714, or one-half, in order to meet the sadly changed 
condition. And a reference to the Lands Valuation (Scot- 
land) Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 91), s. 6, will shew that 
the issue between the parties turned on the correct inter- 
pret ition of the words quoted by the assessor, and thus, on 
the question, what is and is not ‘‘a yearly rent conditioned 
as the fair annual value’’ of the land in question. 

What, then, did the judges say to these contentions? The 
judge who delivered the dissenting judgment, Lord SaLvEseEn, 
considered it to be settled law that where lands were let to a 
hona fide tenant at the full market rent obtainable, and with- 
out any other consideration, then such rent was deemed the 
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yearly rent for the purposes of the valuation roll; and his 
lordship did not recall a single illustration in which, during 
the past sixty years, any other view had been taken. On the 
other hand, Lord Jounston (in whose judgment Lord CuLLEN 
concurred) pointed out that in the ordinary course of civilised 
life, there is always a market of some sort for a property of 
which there isa regular year to year supply; and the assessor 
accept without ques 


lease 


must, in ordinary current circumstance 


tion or examination the rent obtained on is being ** con 


ditioned as the fair annual value.’ provided, of course, the 


property is bona fide let, and for a_ year But at 
the time in question there wa no market for such 
property as that under their lordships’ consideration ; 
in fact, the internal state of the country was occa 
sioned by an overwhelming external catastrophe which 


uch market A 
had, therefore, arisen, one which the assessing authorities had 
to meet, and to meet by considering whether such a rent as 
this of £196 was, o1 
value.’’ And his lordship felt bound to regard the transac- 
tion out of which this rent arose not so much a lease of the 
sporting rights as—what we fear was only too truthfully the 
case—a seizing of a fortunate chance, denied to several others 
in pari prxsu, of finding some person to pay 


of the landlord’ 


precluded there being any casus im provisus 


was not, ‘‘ conditioned as the fair annual 


tor the maintenance 
porting estate in return for a year’s sport. 
The judgment, therefore, was that the rent the landlord 
received for the year 1917-18 was not the fair annual value 
of the deer forest and shooting in question, and that, in the 
absence of other information shewing its impropriety, the 
assessor's offer must be accepted 
attention to these cases 


We have ventured to direct 
because, to our way of thinking, they 
present problems and speculations which would be much can- 
vassed in country smoking rooms, and which, moreover, are 
not without considerable attraction and interest to English 
lawyers. Is it, for example, correct to value a certain stock 
at 85 per cent. while admitting that, either from some transient 
internal condition o1 somne external circumstances, the 
gnarket is at present so demoralized or disorganized that no 
buyer will bid more than 62? Or, in estimating the annual 
value of a residential estate, is it permissible to contemplate 
and not olf an 


from 


the question from the ispects of a norma 
accidental rent, that is a rent dictated solely by 
and fortuitous conditions? It follow from 
JounsTon’s argument, that, in equity, the assessor should have 
made his offer, 
was no market for sporting rights ; and that it is open to serious 
fjuestion whether some rents which are now solely inflated by 
the present war conditions are not accidental, and such a 


rent, 


seems to 


some abnormal | 


Lord 


and carried it into effect, immediately there | 


violent fluctuation or dislocation in market value as must be | 


disregarded by the judicious in estimating a fair annual value 
Every lawyer is quite familiar with the way in which the in 
come of a residuary estate is dealt with whenever a portion of 
the estate is reversionary, or continues unconverted and im 
properly invested 

He who has read thus far will, we feel sure, not have for- 
gotten the meaning in England of ‘‘ rateable value,’’ nor have 
overlooked the fact, fully explained by Mr. Rype in his 
excellent treatise on Rating (at p. 201, 3rd edition), that a 
rent which an occupier actually pays is not the measure of the 
rateable value, or even conclusive evidence of value at the 
date when it was fixed. 
yearly rent, or an annual value, connotes a tenancy fora period 
not less than a year. Furthermore, should the reader be in- 
terested in family or commercial conveyancing, he will not 
have failed to note what a very excellent and effective answer 
the cases we have been considering form to any charge of over- 
caution and too anxious prevision ‘ 

It will, with advantage, be borne in mind that on many 
ancient monuments, the goddess Fortune was represented as 
blindfold, and as holding an emblematic wheel in her hands. 
It is more than likely that a long contract, if insufficiently or 
too optimistically considered, will prove to be an evil, espe 


And it seems fully apparent that a | 





| 


cially if it be protected too excessively. Circumstances change, 
and “yet the rights given it may, by some zealot’s arbitrary 
stipulations on selling a building site, or by some lawyer's lease, 
or by some holograph will, remain immutable ; at some time or 
other, and probably at. different periods, each party 1s a sul- 
ferer, and there arises a sense of animosity, if not of an- 
tagonism—a feeling of injustice and even of pecuniary loss. 
Would any first-class business man, who had considered the 
subject fully and intelligently, ever desire to enter into a long 
contract, with its uncertain risks and consequences, without 
the advantage of competent explanation, and of the fullest 
protective skill? Hardly so. It may suit the purpose, or 
gratify the meanness, of one who has not his advantages or 
business capacity to tempt Nemesis, and to execute a will, or 
enter into a bargain, without adequately perceiving its com- 
mercial error, or its very evil consequences; but how can the 
common law of this realm, or any of its professors, be in the 
smallest degree responsible for such obstinate action, or its 
dire effect? One might as well attribute to a medical atten- 
dant the consequences of a patient running into the way of 
measles or smallpox 

The fact is that, for many years past, the leaders of both 
the legal and medical professions have come to realize entirely 
that preventive practice is much more to be desired than cura- 
tive or palliative. To-day the immunization of a client—as 
it has been termed—is the ideal, and the guiding star and 
ultimate goal, of all the best men; and the nearer a man is 
successful in reaching that goal, the more bright and happy 
will he make his clients and neighbours for his sojourn among 
them, and the more truly useful and happy will he himself 


be. 


Books of the Week. 


Digest.—The English and Empire Digest, with complete and ex- 
haustive annotations. Being a complete digest of every English case 
reported from early times to the present day, with additional cases 
from the Courts of Scotland, Ireland, the Empire of India and the 
Dominions beyond the seas, and including complete and exhaustive 
annotations giving all the subsequent cases in which judicial opinions 
cases digested.—Vol. I., Intro- 
Butterworth & Co 


have been given concerning the English 
duction, Action, Admiralty, Agency. 


Income Tax.—The Income Tax Act, 1918 By F. W. W 
Kinapon, LL.D. (Lond.) and Hucu Emerson Kincpon, Barristers-at- 
Law Waterlow & Sons, Ltd 9s. 6d. net 


April, 1919 
D.C.L., LL.D 


Edited by 
Stevens 


Review.— The Law Quarterly Review 
the Rt. Hon. Sir Frepertck Pottock, Bart., 
& Sons 5s. net 

Emergency Legislation. 
Under the Rent Restrictions Acts. 


The Tenants’ Emergency Charter 
Oliver & Boyd. 7d 





Correspondence. 


The Question of the Adriatic. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 
Sin,—Your readers are indebted tog you for keeping them in 
touch with the larger issues of international life, and in this con- 
nection for the clear statement you have given to them of how 
Italy stands on the Adriatic question according to her treaty com- 
mitments. Clear as her obligations are in point of construction 
of the documents to which her Ministers have set their hands, 
it is none the less apparent that they pay only partial regard to 
Italian security as conditions now obtain, and the impulse that 
stirs in the people is the result. Tragedy has been defined as the 
conflict of two rights, and never more than now could two peoples 
make out better cases in support of the national interests of each 
than the Italian and Serb. Italy, on the one hand, seeks to pro- 
tect her exposed eastern seaboard by the elimination of rival 
elements in the Adriatic; the Serbian people, on the other hand, 
see the end in sight of the geographical and economic confinement 
by means of which the rival Powers in the East have hitherto 
sought to strangle her. 

British India reveals the conditions that underlie national 
safety in this connection on the part of Italy, and it is no matter 
for wonder that the Italian people seek to take the British as 
their model. In its geographical aspects, the Adriatic Sea has a 
singular resemblance to the Bay of Bengal. The relations of the 


one with Italy have their physical counterpart in the relations of 
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the other with tl 


im marit 


reatu 


the position ol Venice, since both ar: 


the inlet of waters on which they stand, and h are cal 
being rendered secure by\ means of he natura ! irs 
mmand the approaches to then But though the geogray 
conditions of these two waters so strikingly res le each othe 
ugh Trincomalee and Singay which command access 
Asiatic inlet have thei interpart in Brindisi and \ , 
command access to the European; though the wester: 
both waters are defi n n ha irs while « I istel 
und; though in this w 1e physical as} sof ! 
are nearly identical the | tical conditions that pre | ar 
tinct For while the Bay Ber s } 
of Burma, has on its shores Power nstituth 1 menace to Bi 
supremacy, Italy has had to vie with Austria for t t 
the Adriatic with no hope of bett conditions than the pres 
m of the balance of power in those waters Phat th Dua 
Monarchy has disappeared in the Adriat nly to give pla 
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another \ lie State must constitut I 1 or a LISayp)} 
ment to Italy, and it is no subject for her } es 
while political conditions remain fluid, tl strategical safeguard 
which the British have employed with such success in the Ea 
Unfortunately, however, the case the S« if the - 
lenied access to the Adriatic, would | is hard as the Italian 
they had to share its conti ind it seems tl f that 
only solution lies in compromise and the making Fiume a free 


port under the jurisdicti n of the League of Nations 
April 30, 1919. 
We are obliged to Mr. Gane ! his very interesting lett 


Ep., S.J.] 


Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Re; 


Sir,—The following questions seem to me worth f 1 
by you, and 1f you can give your readers I assistance n 
decision of them I, for one, shall rateiul 

A lease of a house the re! vhich brings 4 n the \ 
of 1915 either as originally passed or as now extended | 
The landlord wishes to have possession, but the tenant inti 
he intends to rely on the Acts, and, a lingly, the landl 
takes no steps to eject him What tenan s created ut 
of the Acts? If the effect of the Acts in such case is not to creat 
a ye irly tenancy, W ll the fact that the landlord in due 


gives notice to In cent. 


pel 


rease the rent by 10 
consent to the h 


make any dif 


rence, as implying his cor iding ove 

Suppose the lease was for five years, expiring on the 25 \I h 
1919, and contained a covenant by the tenant to paint outside 
wood and iron work in the third year Will there | any 
plied liability on the tenant to paint again int ixth year, th 


is the year ending 25th March, 1920 


Norwich. 


March 28, 1919 


We hope to consider this poin next week. I lega ff 
the statutory tenancy created by the Acts do not appear 1 
clear.—Ep., S.J. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
Division. 

MEDINA v. MEDINA. 


Roehe, J. 30th April. 


Divorce—Practice—W iF} St Marriace iy Germany—Proot 
MARRIAGE 

The evidence of an Knglich lawyer acqu fed with ¢ _law u 
he admitted to rove rage in ee my f no G 

available 

This was a wife's suit f dissolution of marriag the 
her husband's desert mn and idultery wh 1 tact ere pl ed 
satisfaction of the (¢ irt, The marriage, which i narria 
in the office of the Burgomaster, had taken place at Leipzi 
Germany, but it had been impossible to find a Germar : 
evidence as to the v vlidity ot the marriage a ra t (,erma 
The parties were domiciled in England 

Rocue, J., adjourned the case for formal proof of tl 
leave to give such evVidem bv affidavit: and in ise a (Lie I 
should not be available, the affidavit of mn English la 1 ial 
ith German law, uld be accepted.—( NSEL, //. D. 


Soxicrrors, Oswald, Hanson, & Smith, 


(Reported by O. G. Tataot-Ponsonsr, Barristér-at-Law.]} 
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Court of Appeal. 


JENKYN SOUTHAMPTON, ISLE OF WIGHT, AND SOUTH OF 
ENGLAND ROYAL MAIL STEAM PACKET CO. No 2. 4th, lth April 
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[Reported by Ensxrne Reip, Barrister-at-Law ] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Rte RICHARDSON. POLE AND ANOTHER v. PATTENDEN. 
Peterson, J. tith and 12th Mareh; 2nd April. 


\ ISTRATIO AcTION BY Benericiarny —Exi ron—Lapse or Tims 
STATUTES OF LimITaTION—Reat Prorentry Limiration Act, 1874 (37 & 
4 Vict. c. 57) s. &—Trustee Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 59), s. 8, 


B-SECTION (f (A 


AND (B) 
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The liahility of an executor in respect of money honestly pad away 
hy him aa executor harred at the exprration of atx yeare from the 
date af pey! ent, pro ided the circumatancea of tl case ad not bring 

within ti ox , antained in #ectior f the Trustee tet 
1688 

te Crovder Hi Roberts (55 Soricrrors’ Journar, 632 
upplred 

Dictum of Fletcher Moulton, L.J n Lacons Warmo 1907, 2 
A. BR. 3 followed 

Phi vas a riginating immons by a beneficiary against the sul 
ivin exe tol la i wsKing tor viministration The testator 
died 1 1909, and ! fe and tl defendant were his executors, and 

e t the residu der the wi The estate was wound up, 
and the functior of the executor w such ume to an end in 1910 
some of the securiti however, still remained in the joint names of 
the defendant and the wid for convente and they were accord 
ngly trustees of them for the widow The defendant stated in his 
ifhdavit that he had done nothing in the administration without the 
irre? of his co-executrix, the wid and that he had prepared a 
hook of particular of the property and giren her a copy and that 
ince the winding-up he had had none of the testator’s estate in his 
hand Chere had been no accounts The widow died in 1917, and 
this action was started asking for full accounts by the widow’s execu 
tor and residuary devisee Lhe defendant submitted that the plaintiffs 
ere bound by the idow's acts, as they claimed through her, and 
ilse relied on the S tutes Limitation ind. in particular, section & 
of the Trustee Act, 1888 There was no allegation that the defendant 
had misapplied the estate 

Perernson, J said in the course of a onsidered judgment after 
stating the facts Ih action s one for an account of the personal 
estate come into the hands of the defendant as executor It is an 
ition to recover a legas vithin section 8 of the Real Property Limi 
tation Act, 1874 idamea Baring (1845, 2 Coll. 285), Prior v. Horne 
hlow (1836, 2 Y & ( Ex. 200). C'Ariati Devereux (1841, 12 Sim 
64) are decisions on 3 & 4 Will. 4, « 7 As there is an existing 
statute which ipplicable, section 8 (1 / f the Trustee Act, 1888 
dow rot apply Cases such as He Blow (1914, 1 Ch. 233) stand on a 
different footing, being actions to enforce laims by creditors against 
executors, and to suct tions tl former Limitation Acts do not apply 
Nor do the de ns in He Page 1893, 1 Ch. W4) and How v. Earl 
Winterton (1896, 2 Ch. 626) assist the defendant, as they are cases not 
of executors, but of express trustees, and as such come within section | 
(i b In / W mAl (supra vhich was an action by a 
reditor against an executor, Fletche Moulton, L.J expressed = thr 
opinion that, since the passing of the Trustee Act, 1888, the liabilits 
of an executor in respect of moneys honestly paid awav by him is 
barred at the expiration of six vears from the date of payment, what 
ever the form of the proceeding by which it sought to enforce the 
~ bilit There i ! Cust i (7 ler j in which a claim 
by a benefic lary against an executor vho had honestly misapplied the 
estate of his testator was held to be barred by the lapse of six years 
inder the Trustee Act, 188 | think b ought to follow that decision 
if the circumstance f the present cas re ich that it does not come 
—— the ex eptions mentioned in section 8 In order to ascertain 
vhether the « ase falls with those excepto ind whether any part 
of the estate still remai: n the hands of the executo dire 
usual accounts against the defendant e all itor poser med _— re 
sat we Ny rac mervadhon ty the Act of tam ri * a le question 
lie Aeele tates tench enaaieiadl } i. Boge a e a oe with when 
reserved CouUNsEl T lin, K und A Iden - ie, i : “ will be 
j ee o = Rees tang 7 + , uqhe K.( and 

' ' a elton, for Mavdondl 
d: Longrigg, Bath; Justice & Pattenden 


[Repovted by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at Law.) 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
EVERETT v. EVERETT and McCULLUM. Coleridge, J. 
29th January: 24th February; 17th March. 
PETITION \DULTERY—WIFE’'s 
Conpvuct AND CONNIVANCE—ALLEGA 
Grant to Wire or Juptmctiar 


EcCcLestastTicaL Courts as 
MatTrimonirat Cavses Act, 


Divorce—Hvspanp's 
ALLEGING CRUELTY 
rions Provep—DtsMissai 
SEPARATION— PRINCIPLES rHeE FORMER 

Bar To Retier ror Guinry Spovst 
1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 85), ss. 22 
The doctrine who 

therefore does ourt 


a decree of judicial separation 


ALLEGING ANSWER 
CONDUCING 
or PETITION 


oF 


ro 


that a spous has been guilty of adultery 
with clean hands.”’ ia not entitled 


recognized in the 


not come into ¢ 
fa 


on the principles 


former Ecclesiastical Courts. and imported into the Divorce Court by 
the Matrimomal Ca ic’, 1857 22 apple « only to cases of adultery 
on the part of the spouse seeking relief, which haz not heen connived 
at ar condoned Where such adultery has heen connived at or condoned 
the offence of the spouses eeking relief has heen purged, and jis 
lon yer a bar to relief. and the Court left with a diacretion to qrant 
relief on the facta of the case fat sees fit 

This was a husband's petition for dissolution of his marriage on the 


ground of his wife'sadultery. The respondent, by her answer, admitted 


and | 
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the adultery, and counter-charged the petitioner with cruelty, con 


nivance and conduct conducing—all of which charges the petitioner 
denied. The correspondent did not appear. The respondent prayed 


for the dismissal of the petition and such further and other relief as 
might be just The Judge found the respondent and co-respondent 
guilty of adultery and the petitioner guilty of cruelty, connivance and 
conduct conducing to the wife’s adultery, and dismissed the petition 
Counsel for the respondent asked for leave to amend the respondent's 
prayer for further and other relief by asking for a judicial separation 
on the ground of the petitioner's cruelty. 

Coveripce, J., allowed the amendment, and adjourned the case for 
argument 

24th February.—Counsel for the respondent submitted that the wife 
was on the facts, as found, entitled to a decree of judicial separation 
a relief which was to be given as near as might be confermably to 
the practice of the Ecclesiastical Courts {Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, 
8. 22 By section 31 of that Act, if the wife were suing for a divorce 
her adultery would be a matter for the discretion of the Court. The 
case of Otway vy. Otway (13 P. D. 41), in which the wife was refused 
a judicial separation on similar facts, was distinguishable, because in 
that case the adultery was not qualified by connivance. He relied upon 
the of Anichini v. Anmichini (2 Curt. 210) and Seller v. Seller 
(1 Sw. & Tr. 482), the effect of which was that the condoned adultery 
of the petitioner was no bar to his or her obtaining a judicial separation, 
onnivance in’ this respect was por; materia with condonation 

Gooch (1893, P. 99) it was said that the adultery of a 
might be ‘‘ neutralized.’ Condonation was merely one 
method of ‘* neutralization,’’ connivance was another. The principle 
laid down in Anichini v. Anichini (supra) and Seller v. Seller (supra) 
was that, after condonation, a petitioner who had been guilty of adultery 
came Court ‘ with clean hands,”’ as it was said. The of 
Hop Hope (1 Sw. & Tr. 94) was authority that connivance was 
equivalent to condonation. There Sir C. Cresswell cited and approved 
Oughton to that effect. It was true that restitution of conjugal rights 
was under discussion in that case, but the doctrine of clean hands 
applied with equal force to judicial separation. If condonation made 
the wife ‘ ’ connivance should have the same effect. The case 


Cases 


and ¢ 
In Gooch 
petitioner 


into case 


integra, 


of Gre (ir (L. R.3 P. & D. 118), though it must be taken 
to be over-ruled by Otway v. Otway, was not accompanied by con 
donation or connivance There Sir J. Hannen was unwilling to lay 


down that a wife guilty of adultery could under no circumstances 
Counsel for the petitioner submitted that 


obtain a judicial separation 
The definition of con 


Otway v. Otway (supra) was directly in point 


donation in Gooch (jooch—viz., forgiveness, evidenced by conduct 
and conditional as good behaviour shewed that after a separation, as 
here. connivance could not be considered on the same footing as con 
donation. On the findinga of connivance and conduct conducing, the 
vife could not be said to be recta in curid, because, as pointed out 
in Moorsom vy. Moorsom (3 Hagg. Ecc. 789), connivance pre-supposed 


her guilt. Even as regards condonation itself, whatever effect it might 
have as a defence, it did not follow that as a reply it must destroy 
the defence, in this case of the commission of adultery Beely \ 
Beely (1 Hagg. Eccl. 789). Cur. adv. vult 

Coreripce, J.—The husband sues for a divorce on the ground of the 
adultery of the wife. The wife admits the adultery, which has been 
proved.. The wife recriminates on the ground that the husband had 
heen guilty ind conduct conducing to and connivance at het 
adulters and 
charges are proved against the husband 


of cruelty 
judicial separation, | find that the wife's 
The husband's petition for 


prays tor a 


divorce, therefore, stands dismissed. Two questions then remain : 
(1) Whether under these circumstances the Court has power to pro 
nounce a decree of judicial separation; and (2) whether, if the Court 
has a discretionary power to make such a decree, it will exercise it in 
favour of the wife. The Court’s power to pronounce a sentence of 


judicial separation is given by the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, ss. 16 
and 22. By section 22 the Court must give relief on principles which 
zoverned the Ecclesiastical Courts, but only on such principles as in 
the opinion of the Court are as nearly as may be conformable to the 
principles which the Feclesiastical Courts have applied : /feaqson \ 
Hodgson (1905, P. 233 Those Courts recognized no status between 
freedom from the marriage tie and union from the first. It has 
been urged that an adulterous wife can abtain no remedy against he 
husband on the ground that she has committed a matrimonial offence 
and that on these principles this would bar her remedy, Lecause she 
must come into Court ‘‘ with clean hands.”’ In Otway v. Otway (supra) 
where husband and wife had both been guilty of adultery, and the 
husband of cruelty, the Court held that a judicial separation could not 
be granted to the wife, in spite of her husband’s cruelty, because his 
cruelty did not justify her adultery, and she did not, therefore, being 
guilty of adultery, come into Court ‘‘ with clean hands.’’ Lord Justice 
Fry remarked that the principle on which the Ecclesiastical Courts 
have acted in grantivg for a et thoro. was 
‘‘that a wife or husLand seeking such relief must come to the Court 
with a pure character, and must be free from any matrimonial mis- 
and cited with approval Drummond vy. Drummond (2 Sw. & 
Sir C. Cresswell expressed similar language. and the 
Hannen expressed in Grossi v. Grossi (supra) to 


as 


decree divorce, “ mensa 


conduct,” 
Tr. 269), where 
reluctance which Sir J 
idopt the princivle that in no case could an adulterous wife obtain relief 
by way of judicial separation on the ground of cruelty, when it was 
a case of simple adultery, was not shared by the Court. Is this doctrine 
applicable to all cases indifferently’? It is to be observed that con 
nivance in the case of Otway v. Otway was disproved, and both in 
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that case and in the case of Drummond vy. Drummond the case was 
one of simple adultery on the part of the applicant seeking relief. If 


applicable to all cases indifferently, whether the adultery Le condoned 


conduced to, or connived at, I cannot reconcile it to the authority of 


other cases, which were not explicitly over-ruled, which are incon- 
sistent with that. In Anichini v. Anichini in a suit for restitution 
of conjugal rights, the husband proved the wife to be guilty of adultery 
the wife proved the husband guilty of adultery which had been 
condoned ; and the husband granted a divorce in spite of this 
adultery. And in Seller v. Seller, where a wife sued for judicial separa 
tion on the ground of her husband's adultery, and the husband set 
up the wife's former adultery, it was held that such adultery was no 


was 


tar to the wife’s prayer for relief, because it had been condoned. I | 


obtaining relief by 


ondoned 


cannot be precluded = from 
-dultery. if that has heen 


think that a party 


way of divorce because of Such 


adultery is not an absolute bar to such relief On the strict 
interpretation, however, of the doctrine of the Ecclesiastical 
Courts, such party cannot come into Court with clean hands. A sin 


has been committed against the marriage bed, but that sin has been 
purged Ly condonation, and is no longer a bar to relief. The offender 
has the good fortune of having a forgiving partner, but that 
not alter the fact of the offence having been committed. It would 
seem, therefore, that the conduct of the parties towards each other 

their relations—cannot be excluded from the purview of the Court 
Condonation precludes the party from complaining of the offence which 
has been condoned. The original offence may be revived by a subse 
quent offence. But that does not alter the position, for the subsequent 
offence may in its turn be likewise condoned. If this be so 
the position of an adulterous wife whose adultery has been procured 
and connived at by the husband’ How, in this 
nivance differ from condonation ’ 
onlooker, but an active participant in his wife’s adultery. It 
that he could not set up his wife's adultery in an answer to a plea 
for a judicial separation, if he had himself connived at it. The Court 
must intervene to refuse relief on the ground that the Ecclesiastical 
Courts would in po cases give relief to an adulterous wife But this 
Court can do so, if adultery has been condoned, and, I think, can do 
so also if adultery has been connived at. The excuse for the wife 
would be far stronger if her adultery had been procured and connived 
at than if it had been merely condoned, and the moral obliquity in 
breach of the marriage tie be less grave. I think, therefore, that as 
the adultery in this case was procured and connived at, [ am not 
precluded from exercising my discretion by the case of Otway v. Otway 
As to discretion, in this case it has been proved that the husband 
has been and acts of crnelts he hae kent 
her and her children in terror of his drunkenness and violence; he has 
refused to cohabit with his wife, and has actually ordered her to sleep 


does 


what is 
does con 


aspect, 


is clear 


ruiltw of reneated 


rross 


in his own hense ith the co-resnondent :.end under theee circumstances 
I consider that I am justifiéd in granting to the wife the judicial 
separation for which she prays.—Counset, for the petitioner, Skinner; 
for the respondent, Tyndale. Sorrcrrors, for petitioner, Jerome & Co 
for respondent, T. H. Horwood & Co 

[Ri »orted by C. G. Tatnot-Possonnr, Barrister at-Law.} 


New Cites Oe: 


The County Courts Vacation. 


The office of any County Court may be closed during a period of not 
more than fourteen dhys im amy part of August or September, 1919 
unless otherwise ordered, ibut provision shall be made under the dire 
tion of the Judge for attendance at the office on such of those days 
during such hours, and for such ‘business as he may think necessary, i 
order to prevent inconvenience. 

Nothing in this Order shall apply to the District Registries of 
pool, Manchester, Preston and Ipewich 

Oth May, 1919. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 25th April 
to matters printed below 

1. An Order in Council, dated 25th 
Exportation Prohibition Proclamation of 
c.rtain headings, and in restoring 
split peas—in an altered form. 

2. An Order in Council, dated 25th April, making a few additions to, 
and numerous removals from, the Statutory List under the Trading 
with the Enemy (Extension of Powers) Act, 1915 

The additions are as follows: 

Denmark (1); Netherlands (2); Netherland Fast Indies (2 

3. A Foreign Office (Foreign Trade Department) Notice, dited 17th 
April, that certain names have been added to, and a name removed 
from, the list of persons, and bodies of persons, to whom articles to 
be exported to China may be consigned 

4. A further Notice that licences under the Non-Ferrous Metal In 
dustry Act, 1918, have been granted to certain companies, firms and 
individuals. The present list includes five names. 


contains the following, in addition 


April, for the ame dimz tiie 
10th May, 1917, by deleting 
them—(a) Peas, othe 


one of tnan 


vddition 


The London Gazetta of Bth April contains vhe following, in 
yr wotters printed below :— 


The husband is not only a passive 





5. A further Notice that licences under the Non-Ferrous Metal 
Industry Act have been granted to cert ompanies, firms and indi 
| duals Nhe present list contearns fifteen Mnes 
6. A Notice, that a Order s been made by the Board Trude 
der the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requirimg 4 
ther business ¢ be wound up 
Orders in Council. 
CLOSING OF THE STATUTORY LIST 
Recitals 
And whereas there was ties day read e Board a recommendation 
from the Secretary of State for Porerg Affuirs to the effect that the 
Statutory List should be fu ed as set. fos the Schedule 
Now, therefore Their I Ns pS, having i m tie id recommenda 
n to consideration, are pleased t¢ wrder, and it is hereby ordered 
| Murat ¢ Statutory List be varied as set fort the Schedule 
| eto 
3) Apri 
SOHEDULE 
Removats rrom List 
\ imes in 
Afru Asta and 
America Europe. 
(Jaretta, Qe Apr 
——— 
PROHIBITION OF EXPORT 
R ~itals 
And whereas there was this day read at the Board a recommendation 
m toe B i [rade to the fo lowing effect 
} That thea ea indicated in the Proclamation of the 10th devy 
} f May, 1917, as amended and added to by subsequent Orders of 
Counce), and by the Proclamations dated respect ely the 18th day 
! or December 118 vid tive 12th chav f Mara 1919, aa beng 
prohibited to ibe exported to all destanations in Kburopean and Asiatic 
Russia and in other foreign countries in Europe and on the Mediter 
ranean, except France and French Possessions, Italy and Italian 
Possessions telguuum, Ps rt igal Greece, Sertna Roumemia Iceland 


1 the Faroe Islands, Spain, Morocco and Paleatine and Syria as 


and is 


far north aa a line from Alexandretta to A eppo incrusive 

east is the Hejaz railway inclusive, Creer » Slovaksaa \laace 
Law 1 vind the portions of \usetaia Hungary wid terrviomes on 
ti eft ba of the Rhee in the oe upataon of the Armies of the 
Associated Gk roments und to all porta im an suc forengn 


athou!ld the pro inted to be « xported toa leetinations i 


tres, 


Kuropean Yussia and t ther foreign countries in Far ype wnd on 

ut Mediterranean except France wd Fren possessions [tealry 

id Italian Possession Belgium, Portugal, Greece, Serbia, Rou 

me i} Tee i d and Lhe k iroe Isha da Mpar, Mon eco Pa estlinie 

ind Syria as far north as a line from \lexandretta to Aleppo in 
| ousave und as far east as the Hepas nabhwei \ Wc uve Crecho 


\laace -Lorraane wid the f Anustria-Hu yary 





Slowakua portrons 
vnd territories an the left tank of the Rhine in the occupation 
the Armies of the Associated Go ments, and to all ports in any 
| sudh foreign countries 
Now, therefore, their Lordstups, having taken the aid recommenda 
| tion into consideration, are pleased to order, and it is thereby ordered, 
‘ t the same be ppg ed 
Apr (razetta, Qt April 
| -_ 
Foreign Office Notice. 
REMOVAL OF RESTRICTIONS ON EXPORTS TO CHINA AND 
SLAM 
CHINA 
The following are added to the lat f pers s and bodies of persons 
to w n ticles to be « xy» rted to Ghana may lx maigned 
Arr Persons anp Firms 1s CHINA 
Stam 
| The f ving are added to the list persons d dies ¢ 1h 
| articles to be exp rted to Sam may be consigned 
Art Persons anp Firms 1x Stam 
Zt \pr (lasetta. 2a Apr 
Ministry of Munitions Order. 
THE SEEDS. OTLS AND FATS (SUSPENSION) ORDER, 1919 
With reference to the following Orders made by the Minister of 
Munitions, namely, The Seeds. Orla and Fats Order, dated lat May, 
1917. The Seeds. Oils and Fata Order. dated Sth May, 1917 a d The 
Seeds, Oils and Fats Order dated 1&t June, 1917, tihe Minister 
Munitions ereby orders aa follows 
1) The operation of the said On lers is thereby suapended as on 
and from the Oth \pr!, 1919. until further notice : 
'2) Such suspension shall not affect the previous operation of the 
sid Orders or the validity of any action taken thereunder or the 


liability to any penalty or punishment In Tespect of any com 
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Articie III 
1 A l 5 
P 
iP n he 
P 
! 
| ] I 
\ LE I\ 
(y 
Ril it | 
Societies. 
Law Clerks’ Federation. 
t f the N Federation I ( I 
| I | ( n 21st Apr 
| I | ' le ud th I t 
t He i ] 
W Re ild 1 be pT 1 
| led 1 ilit f I 
HT } ld 1} 
i T | I } vea 
‘ ad fer 
Hyust inxar for all law 
" ( t to affi 
1 i era t I 
I d t son 
} | i them wi P 
t di ] 1 
\l DD t} ‘ it 
| vd 
ire iT 
nf had he 
d 1 and rrr 
| 1 { It 
] test nd oer f ff 
United Law Society. 
held at the Middle Temple Common Roon T 
\) \! Tu ed That in t 
! 11 that a re for the mati i! 
P ment witl le] M 
I ke \l 1 ( Hef ‘ 
S. F. Red R. WV 1 H. V. Rabagl I r 
Union Society of London. 
SESSION 1918.19 
l t t} Ss t held tl Midd 
( R Vi th Ay 1919, a } I 
! ‘ Tha House vs witl ! 
Int \ "oO Mr. H. S. N 
M R. H I motion t 
a ° 
The League of Nations. 
The Covenant of the League. 
I sed ‘J Leagu Nat 
PREAMBLI 
pt i ‘ 
ept ligations 
Ss d j ad , 
ince g 
4 lié l t ' gy ts > 
nd crupulous respe " 
' ed ples } t 
Pa gT t t Covenant t le gu 
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“= ead to a rupta yy an , tted t tration as If a State so invited shall refuse to accept the obligations of member 
Vl | ' f ube the n e! | the League for the purposes of such dispute, and shall resort to 
ho Cou \ I f 1 it ti ir against a Member of the League, the provisions of Article XVI 
b ng not lisput > y (eenera be applicable as against the State taking such action. 
an , tion and If both parties to the dispute when so invited refuse to accept the 
ct neiderat om thereof bligations of membership in the League for the purposes of such 
For this purp the f to the disput ite to the lispute, the Council may take such measures and make such recommer 
@ may, 3 , pt s ] ‘ nts t s lations as will prevent hostilities and will result in the settlement ot 
. lit ‘ nd pe d ( wit lisput 
dire t ' ' Articre XVIII 
The ¢ i! end eff t disp und ! eT treat, r interr ational engagement entered into hereafter by 
, off ' 1 te i n Member f the League, shall be forthwith registered with the 
i ‘ d ex gardir the « ite and t 8 Of | Secretariat and shall as soon as possible be published by it No such 
f 5 Cou ! | ippropriate eat r international engagement shall be binding until so registered 
If the d r - ¥ aged rus ge: He Artictz XIX 
oa . ons t lispute ad enda 5 h are The Assembly may from time to time advise the reconsideration by 
deemed ius and recard theret Members of the League of treaties which have become inapplicable and 
\ eee e League repre | ( iy make | the nsideration of international conditions whose continuance might 
put , tat ft f Ss Hist | 3 endanger the peace of the world 
regard tl , Articte XX. 
If a report |} t { | ina t ’ i t nembers on , : } 
Pedy gs! } ‘Bg ee eden e the tian to The Members of the Teague severally agree that this Covenant is 
the disput arg, Moree a > + 4 ore FT ted as al iting al obligations or understandings inter se whict 
agen Dagan she dinate whicl th the eon amnilin sten h the terms thereof, and solemnly undertake that 
e th, Le a the ‘ ot he ea fer e r into any engagements mconsistent wath 
ly gh , po | ed : ee. tl satieen ne or more In case any Member of the League shall, before becoming a Member 
a. wae on 6] ae iim Whaual ¢ the League reserve to League, have undertaken any obligations inconsistent with the 
the * sei nee ae ta Hg , sll consider necessary | terms of tihis Cov t, it shall be the duty of such Member to tak: 
f the ' e of right and just nediate steps to procure its release from such obligations. 
If t lispute bet the partie ne of them, and is ArticLte XXI 
found bv the ¢ ' I it , ' h | international . ' can — 
ae aittiion the, denned riadict o thet nasty. the Council Nothing n. this Covenant shall be deemed to affect. the validity of 
hal ont. anil i aati ae al lat é‘ - ehtlement nternetional et ageme nts such as treaties of arbitration or regional 
ie Sinnmalt caer ie on om wniies thie Aatiele safer the dienute derstandings like the Monroe Doctrine for securing the maintenance 
the Asseml The dispute shall be so referred at the request of either peace as 
par : to the dispute pr led that il juest | made ithis Article XXII. a 
foncteen de after tl sbmi 1 of the dist to the Council To those colonies and territories which as a consequence of the late 
In any case referred to the Asseml ' pr ion f this Artick W i ceased to be under the sovereignty of the States which 
ind of Article XIT. relating to the act und ¥ ' f the C 1 | former erned them and which are inhabited by peoples not vet 
hall apply to the action and 1 er f the Asseml provided tha ible to stand by themselves under the strenuous conditions of the 
report made by t \ nt if « irred in by the Rep tat s | modern world, there should be applied the principle that the well-being 
f those Member f th Le le rept nted on tl ( 7 andl « » nd developme ' such peoples form a sacred trust. of civilisation and 
majority of tl ther Members of the League, exclusive in each ca t x ties for the performance of this trust should be embodied 
f th lepre nta t? partie t t} Hispute ill ha the a ( venant 
yme for as a report by ¢ Cour nenrred in | ill the members 4 By est method of giving practical effect to this principle is that the 
thereof other tl the R ative f ! f t ta | tutelage of such peoples should be entrusted to advanced nations who by 
the disput reaso f their resources, their experience or their geographical posi- 
tion n best undertake this responsibility, and who are willing t 
Antrite XVI ' ind that this tutelage should be execised by them as Manda 
ST} ld ay Mi ber Leagu I S ft ! list rd t it half f tihe League 
enants under Art XII XII X\ t shall » facto be The character of t mandate must differ according to the stage of 
leemed to ha lan act of w t all other Member f lhe development of the people, the geographical sitmatéon of the terri 
t Leagu } lertake ir liat t il t it to the | t ts economic conditions and other similar circumstances 
was f l tra fina 1 relation ; prohibition fa ter Cert " mmunities formerly belongine to the Turkish Empire have 
course between their nat ls and the na ils of the covenant breaking | readhed a stage of development where their existence as independent 
Member of the League. and the preventi f financia imercial ut s can be provisionally recognised subject to the rendering of 
or personal intercourse belween the nationals of the covenant-breaking | administrative advice and assistance bv a Mandatory until such time 
Member of the League and the Nationa f anv other State hether a | as they are able to stand alone. The wishes of these commmnities must 
Member of the League or not © «& principal consideration in the selection of the Mlandatory. 
It shall be the dut f the ¢ meal i } ise to recommend to the Other peoples, especially those of Central Africa, are at such a stage 
everal Governments concerned what effect I tary na force | that the Mamdat must be responsible for the administration of the 
the Members of the League shall f the ar d fore tert inder conditions which will guarantee freedom of conscience 
to be used to protect the ovenants of t Leng r religion subject mily to the maintenonce of pu blite order and morals 
The Members of the League agree irther, that tl ill 1 lly | the prohibition of abuses such as the slave trade, the arms traffic and 
ipport one nother in tl financia j nomsyve me I hfch are the yuor trafhi ind the prevention of the establishment of fortifi 
taken under this Article, in order t i ele ind nvenience wthions or military and naval hases amd of military training of the 
resulting from the above measures. and t I mu ipport | tives for other than police purposes and the defence of te rrmitory, and 
one another in re tir ul pecial n ires med at one of their | iso secure equal opportunities for the trade and commerce of 
number by the covenant-breakir \Nlember the Lea ‘ ind that thevw | Viembers of the Leacue 
vill take the necessary steps to afford 1 through their tert ! Vie e territories, such as South-weat Africa amd certain of the 
to the forces of any of the Member f the Lea wl ure erat South Pacific Islands, which, owing to the sparseneas of their popula- 
ing to protect the covenants of the Le it their small size, or their remoteness from the centres of civilisa 
Anv Member f the Le 1 vhich 1 any ena } their geovraphical contieuity to the territorv of the Mandatory 
League may be declared be no longer a Member of the League | nd other circumstances, can be best administered under the laws of the 
ote of the Council irred in by the R entative f t er | Mandatory as integral portions of ita territory, subject to the safeguards 
Member rt Le ie represented tl bove-mentioned in the interests of the indigenous population. 
In every case of mivndate, the Mandatory shall render to the Council 
Arnticyre XVII mnoual report in reference to the territory committed to its charge 
: . The degree of authority, contro), or administation to be exercised by 
In the event of a dispute betwee t Member f the League ar la Mandator - moth oe 1 4 ed 1 bv tt Me t ara of 
State which is not a Member of the Leagu r between States not | Gmary am % orevinusly agreed upon by the Member 
t exgue be exnvlicitiv defined in each cmese bv the Council. 
Members of the League the State or Stat t \lember if the Lea | | . : . 2 at ir ° “ae b . 
: - \ permanent Commresion shall be const ‘tuted to receive and examine 
shall be invited to accept the | ati mbership in tl I — : . - . . W 
for the purposes of such dispute, upor nditions as the Council the annua! reporte 4 She Mundatories add to advise the Council on » 
may deem pust If ch Invitation 1 1 pted the provisions of : ; . atin the observance of the mandates 
Articles XIT. to X\ inclusive shall be applied with such modifications ArticLte XXIII 
as may be deemed necessary by the ( neil Subject to and in accordance with the provisions of international con 
Upon such invitation being iven the Council shall immediately entions existing or hereafter to be agreed upon, the Members of the 
institut an inquiry into the reumstances of the dispute and recom- | Leacne é 
mend such action as may seem best and most effectual in the (a) will endeavour to secure and maintain fair and humane condi 


circumstances, 


for men, women and children 


both in 


their own 





\) _. 


na’ 
wo 

mi 
col 


an eed beet ed ed 












XVI 


mt the 

suc] 
nmer 
=>nt t 


er ft 

h the 
» Such 
tered 





on by 
© ar d 
might 


Mm 
vhix } 
tihat 


with 


nher 
the 
titk « 


r of 
mal 
nce 


late 
1M) 
vet 
the 
ing 
nd 


ed 


he 








May 3, 919 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 63.1 483 














countries and in all countries to which their commercial and indus 
trial relations extend, and for that purpose will and main 
tain the necessary internation i! organisa lions ; 


esta is 


b) undertake to secure just treatment of the native inhobitants 
of territories under their contro 

c) will entrust the League with the gener supervision er the 
execution of agreements witi regard to the trafic in women and 
children, and the traffic in opium and dangerous drugs ; 

d) wiil entrust the League with the general supervision 
trade in arms and ammunition with the countries in winch 
contro! of this traffic is necessary im the « nmon interest ; 

e) will make provision to secure and maintain treedon 
munications and of transit and equitable treatment for the commer 
of all Members of the League In this connection, e specia 
necessities of the regions devastated during the war of 1914-191 
shall be borne in mind; 

f) will endeavour to take steps in matters of international conce 


Glsease 


for the prevention and control o 


ArticLe XXIV 


There shall be placed under the direction of the League a nte 
national bureaux already established by general treaties if the part 
to such treaties consent. All such international bureaux and a ! 
missions for the regulation of matters of international interest hereaft 


constituted shall be placed under the direction of the Leagu 

In al! matters of international interest which are regulated by genera 
conventions ‘but ‘which are not placed under the contro internationa 
bureaux or commissions, the Secretariat of the League shall, subj 
to the consent of the Council and 


distribute all relevant information and shail render any other assistance 
which may be necessary or desirable 
The Council may include as part of the expenses of the Secret 


the expenses of any bureau or commission 
direction of the League. 
ARTICLE XXV 
The Members of the League agree to encourage and promote 
establishment and co-operation of duly authorized \ ationa 
Red Cross organizations having as purposes the improvement ol healt 
the prevention of disease, and the mitigation of suffering throughout the 


world. 
ArTicLe XXVI 


Amendments to this Covenant will take effect 
Members of the League whose Representatives t 
and ‘by a majority of the Members of the League whose Representatives 
compose the Assembly 

No such amendment shall bind any 
signifies its dissent therefrom, but in that 
Member of the League. 


ANNEX TO THE COVENANT 


intary né 


whe edt 
mmpose the Counc 


Member I the 


case il Sha cease 


League whicl 


be a 


1. Original Membere of the League of Nation 


Signatories of the T re ify of Peace 


United States of America. Cuba i 
Belgium Czecho-Slovakia Nicaragu 
dolivia. Ecuador Panama 
Brazil. France. Peru 
British Empire. Greece Poland 

Canada Guatema Portuga 

Australia Haiti Rouman 

South Africa Hedjaz Serbia 

New Zealand Honduras Siam 

India Ita y Uruguay 
China. Japan 

States Invited to Accede to the Covenant 
Argentine Republic Norway Spain 
Chili. Paraguay Sweden 
Colombia Pers i Switzer ] 
Denmark Salvad Venezue 
Netherlands 
2. Firat Secretary General of the Leaque of Nat 


The Hon. Sir James Fri 


Changes at Scotland Yard. 


The Home Secretary has arranged for the Special Service Branch at 
Scotland Yard to be formed into a separate organisation un ler Mr. Basi 
[Thomeon, the Assistant Commissioner of the Criminal Investigation 
Department, while Mr. F. T. Bigham will in future have charge of 
Criminal Investigation Department. 

Up to the present the Director of Criminal Investigation has had 
charge of both the Special Service Branch and the Criminal Brancl 
During the war the work of the Special Service Branch has been 
greatly extended. It became a kind of maid-of-all-work for every pub 
department, and its records, if they were ever published, would mak: 
most interesting reading. Mr. Thomson has been in control of the 
Special Branch as well as of the Criminal Investigation work for the laat 
five years 


The Specia! Service Branch, which wi have its headquarters at 


desired by the parties, cohect na 


o 
the 


d Hous m ¢ Embankment, has some awkward problems to 
future ne of the first things with which it will have 
) € pos brought about by the present 
tu ! Kuroy It v ve to deal with the efforts whicl 
: Ls eXpected t gain an entry into this country 
The Aliet est ‘ ‘ ‘ nay be expected to present 
I h diff t i be dealt with by the Special 
i> 
' R 
Postage Rates for Places Abroad. 
“ a rem s attent to the ta bh ‘ espoliden 
I d+ ip i yt Colonies, t United States, 
1 bs im ‘ if entiy prepa d lind rpaid corre 
V hent ‘ ! 1h Some Cuses 
dt ddressees e to pay double the 
Par Lia tte! is 1 ‘ tiled the fact t t the rate of 
et for B | I i the Umted 
$ (mer lid lor the irs unce ind ld lor each 
ce M 1 L ‘ s ‘ | abroad 24d 
e first our ind Idd. for « succeed nee (s an exception 
ee tes t for ia M jeaty s p id and members of 
hy jesty’s | s abroad are transmissible at the rate of 1d per ounce 
AY | p d M a ld. ea 
: . pal . it ie broad is 4d. pe on 
ptior Gritash newspapers, magazines, and trade journals 
ed for transmission by magazine post nd intended for dispatch 
la < New indland 1y direct wket, on winch the rates are 
2 o7., 4d , o7 » 6 ld. ; ¢ to 14 Tb., 14d ver 14 Ib., 
‘ s OZ 


Che Chancellor of the Exchequer on 


the Land Values Duties. 


\ t e 1 t Pin ‘ wing Tepont f the paseage in M1 
t Ci Budget sy mu Wednesd d ne with the 
i l Id en tthe Comn it 

tithe i bile ad es were We bi ije t fe e and 
L chebats nd as fat ‘ d ¢ it the Prime Minister and 
pposite sides Ther ‘rtain delicagy in a Chancellor of 








. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W. 2. 


AGENTS, 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 


EVERY THURSDAY, 
WEDNESDAY, 


IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


AUCTION SALES 
VIEW ON 


PHONE No.: PARK ONE(#) Lings), TrLEORAMS: “WHITELEY LONDON,’ 
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t Diplomacy. 


Eric Drummond. 


| t He | iduated 


Justi Coleridg I thin that I ma dd that I am not 
‘ t casee that are coming in. 
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Obituary. 


Sir Frank Crisp 
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| Legal News, 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions, 
CLARE (CASKELI | Georrrey WHitTaLL GASKELI s 
x ( U4 St \ t Cardill December 31 
Grazette, April 2 
{ ] | Percy Al f KNIGHT Soll I 
i IN iat | le E..4 Ma I 
I \ i K t I it 


General. 


Oi nnounces that t Military Courts 


g gn ; inge was pprox 
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The protest against the proposal to make a road over the Styhead 
Pags, in the Lake District, which has been organized by the Holiday 
Fellowship, has received nearly 5,000 signatures, and will be presented 
to the Cumberland County Counci! at their meeting on 2nd May. There 
would have been no difficulty, say the promoters of the protest, in 
securing ten times this number « had time permitted. They 
suggest that a cards of protest should be sent to the chairman of the 
Cumberland County ‘Council, Council Offices, Carlisle 


f signatures, 


Mr. Justice Avory, at the Central Crimu Court, on Wednesday, 
after the conclusion of a trial, said t rey had just obvaated the necessity 


of providing accommodation for the jury ior the night. On a recent 


occasion when it was neceseary for a jury to be detained for the night 
they were accommodated in that bu:rlding (the Session House, Old 
Bailey), owing to the impossibility of finding room in an hote Having 


regard to that fact, he wished to recommend to those who had juris 
diction—he believed the City Lands Committee of the Corporation 
that they should consider the advisability making some permanent 
arrangement in that ‘building, so that when such an occasion arose 
jury would tind room there. 


In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, Dr. Addison, President of 
the Local Government Board, replying to Mr. Clough, said: Up the 
present 989 housing schemes have been submitted by local authorit 
It is estimated that the sites included in these schemes will provide for 
more than 140,000 houses. I am circulating a White Paper containing 


an estimate of the State liability Dr. Addison, answering Maj 
Prescott, said: I am informed that proposals were submitted to the 
conference of county and cal aut rities in Greater London t 
appointment of a joint committee to formulate a j ousing scheme 
for Greater London, and that these propos ils, with min modifications 
were adopted by a majority An amendment to the effect that 
proposed joint committee should have advisor, nd consultative fur 
tions only was moved on behalf of the London County Council, but 

lost ‘by eighty-one votes to twenty-four. My Department will take 
practicable steps to secure co-ordination in » preparation of housing 
schemes for the Greater London area, and I need hard y say that I 
am fully alive to the importance of close collaboration for this purposs 
with the Ministry of Ways and Communications 


/ 


Lord Mayor, M 


he 
ie Were eacn ordered 


At the Mansion House, on 26th April, before 
Arthur Henry Brandt and Mr. Waiter Edward H; 
to pay a fine of £3 3s. and £2 2s. ensts, on a summons, issued at the 
instance of the Board of Trade, under the Registration ; Business 
Names Act, 1916, for sending to the Controller-General, Department of 
Overseas Trade (Development and Intelligence), Basinghall-street, a 
letter in which the business name appeared and in which the nationality 
of origin of Mr. Arthur Henry Brandt was n mentioned The dé 
fendants are partners of the firm of Arthur H. Brandt and Co., merchant 
bankers, Lime-street. Mr. Roland Burrows appeared for the Board 
Trade. Mr. J. N. Buchanan, for the defence, said that the firm believed 
that they had ful vy comp ied with 
respect ; Direct v they were informed that the letter paper shou d atate 
the nationality of origin of Mr. Arthur Henry Brandt they had t 
necessary alteration made, and it now stated that he was of Britis 
Russian origin. The Omission was entire \ iccidental! Mr Br indt was 
the only member of the firm who was not of British origin. Al! his 
three sons Dad ibeen serving in the Pritish Army during the war 


the requirements of the Act in every 
’ 


VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.— It is very essential that al) 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effecte. Pro 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED), 
26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuere and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years). have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-d-brac, a 
speciality.—{Apvr.] 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 


Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date EMERGENCY APPKAL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
: ROTA. No. 1. Err. SARGANT 
Monday May 5 Mr. Borrer Mr. Ploxam Mr. Joliy Mr. Svrge 
Tuesday ..... 6 Goldschmidt Borrer Synge Bloxam 
Wednesday .. 7 Leach Goldschmidt Bloxam forrer 
Thursday May 8 Church Leach Horrer Goldschmidt 
RP cccccsee a Farmer Church Goldschmidt Leach 
Saturday .... 10 Jolly Farmer Leach Church 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.0. 
’ ASTBURY Younorr, PETERSON, LAWRENCE 
Monday May 5 Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt 
Tuesday ...... 6 Jolly Farmer Charch Leach 
Wednesday .. 7 Synge Jolly Farmer Charch 
Thursday May 8 Bloxam Synge Jolly Farmer 
Vriday ........ 9 Borrer Bloxam Synge Jolly 
Seburday .... 10 Goldschmidt Borrer Blexam Synge 
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| HEAD OFFICE 


LLOYDS BANK: 


THE CAPITAL & COUNTIES BANK LTD. 


_ LIMITED, 


with which is amalgamated 


: 71, LOMBARD ST., E.C. 3. 





CAPITAL §S 





ADVANCES 





| CAPITAL PAID UP. 
RESERVE FUND . . 
| DEPOSITS, &c. : ° 


UBSCRIBED £55,962,850 
8,954,056 
9,000,000 

267,966,438 


, &. - - 81,072,134 











ANTWERP, BIARRITZ, BOR 


FRENCH AUXILIARY: 


LLOYDS BANK (FRANCE) & NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK (FRANCE) LTD. 
OFFICES in LONDON (60, Lombard St, EC. 3), PARIS (3, Place de I’Opéra), 


DEAUX, BRUSSELS, HAVRE, MARSEILLES and NICE. ? 
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The Official Rece 


‘RT OF APPEAL. 
rER SITTINGS, 1919 


Appea r other busine proposed t et from time 
be announced the Daily Cause List 
FROM ‘THE CHANCERY I \ Deb expte The Debt 
DIVISION l Pet Creditor «& 
J rment Res ed ! (ffi Rewe “lr 
cee ahes | In re G E Heyl (expte The Bank 
4 ip | (off il Receiver The 
\ wy 4 Cy I & Trust & P g Creditors 
i & « 
K 1 & ( B & | \py n B iptey Standing 
v Ma Heard bated” Liat 
‘ Master of U R . . 
- FROM TILE KING'S BENCH 
1 Scrutton LOJJ dt J DIVISION 
FROM THE CHANUERY DIVI In Bankruptey 
STON THI PROBATE In re J FE P Yeatma expte Hent 
DIVORCE AND ADMIRALTY Maile | Trustee & ‘The 
DIVISION (PROBATE AND Debt Standing over as to 
DIVORCE AND rik t n Jan 14, 1016 
COUNTY PALATINE AND — Inte A Debt pte the Debtor 
STANNARIES COURTS A of 19 On 14/7/16 
CAd | the Rece 
{ eral | Ord | yed proceed 
9) ; f ! s net to 
Marwald vA Gy P ny other petition 
le Dn n petition, 
Pate ( S deposit to 
| na ( 
( w 4 “ ; F Bla i | \ DD The Debtor 
Ha \ N 6 417 fm t) 12/7,18 
VMatts of Teuste of ( \ | im t " 
\\ i WM Faweett dec Faw- ° é my ol 
& ors v Faw & ors “egg lt. ws CA 
I W D Janes d Forb & ; e af clear 
' vy J s & ors i 
FROM THE CHANCERY FROM THE KING'S BPNCH 
DIVISLON DIVISION 
Interlocut y List I i | sl Laat 
919 Judgment Res ed 
(ktiengesells ft Fu (utogene The Elierma L j H&G 
\ ’ im Schweissung Ihe Gravs d ‘ March 23 
I lon Alun mm { l He lb e | kes, Duke & 
FROM THE PROBATE AND aa Sane \pril 1 
DIVORCE DIVISION Avi fc a pri 
\ Heard Bankes, Duke & 
Final and New Trial L Atkin LJ 
1919 
D e Everett E (Pets FROM THE KINGS BENCH 
Everett L S Respt DIVISION 
| ind N Irial List.) 
FROM THE KING'S BENCH 191 
DIVISION P N, —— 
| Bankrupt d 1) 
I e A Sokoloff (expt The Debto N i Brook se o for Attor 
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FROM THE KING'S BENCH 
DIVISION 

I L, 
\ ( S Wolf 
R si 
B 1 Sing | 
: Da Skat i 
( « Harsen and ( 1 
t Master's R px 
i fe es Id v Coppes 
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. Kat The Great Central | Hunter Commrs of Inland 
B iy ( Revenue (Revenue Side app! 
~jer Fi & Sons of Petmr from judgt of Mr Jus 
ae Ve e & Sons | tice Scrutton without, a jury 
“ R E v Minister of Mur dated Feb, 28, 1914 (s o gene 
. ally April 20 
Glan H F (a " ) . 1915. 
. Ainsw ind Sons Walter Morrison v The Commis 
on sioners of Inland Revenue 
Revenue Side) appl of Applet 
Sanding Abated "I from judgt of Mr Justice Row 
Tri vy, 1916 itt dated Jan 25 1915 s 
FROM THE KING'S BENCH generally) February 
DIVISION Interlocutory List 
Fir nd New Tria! List 1916 
1914 J Soanes & Sons Jd (H Haber & 
Coma. of i IR Co Garnishees) v Papier Fabrik 
Re iR eee es Wiessenstein A G (Judgt Debtor 
I revenue Sick app es aE , February 23 
P, >. eked Mr Jus » genera‘ly) ebruary 2 
3 - i 5 "d N.B.—The above List contains 
y 1014 a ”d _ ju it ' Chancery, Palatine and hing’s 
> Sea is ee Berch Final and Interlocutory 
R lates DD , ] . so , - 
: . Ay ri 20 — .\ppea s, &c., set down to Apr 
spt av l7th, 1919 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 
CHANCERY DIVISION 
EASTER SITTINGS, 1919. 
eS RELATING TO THE CHANCERY Cause List 
Ir. Just vi ] business as announced in the Easter 
Sit Pay 
Liverpool and Manel Bu s—Mr. Justice Ever will take 
Liverp and Manchester business on Thursdays, the 8th and 22nd 
\I iv, iml the 5th June 
Mi Just * SARGANT Ex ept vhen othe. business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Sargant will sit for the disposal of 
His Lordship’s Witness List throughout the Sittings 
Mr. Justice Asteury Except when other business is advertised in 
t] Da y Cause | My ] tice Actl ury will sit for the dis} sal of 
Hf Lord Wit List throughout the Sittings 
Mr. Just Youncer will take his business as announced in the 
Sif Paper 
| a e PETERSON Except ‘ ther business is advertised 
Daily Cause List, Actions w ith "Sacer will be taken through- 
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VALUATIONS 


CARRINGTON &Co. 
Court Jewellers. 
130, REGENT STREET. 
LONDON, W.1. 
are prepared to undertake 


Valuations for Probate, 
Insurance « Family Division. 


EXPERTS WILL BE SENT 
ANY DISTANCE. 
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Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence will take his business as announced in Before Mr. Justice YOUNGEI | .- : J . : v yall 
the Easter Sittings Paper. R d Matters B g ead de 
Suimmonses betore the Judge in Chambers.—Mr. Justice Eve, Mt Caus I jai \\ rrus 
Justice Youncer and Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence will sit in Court \\ \\ oat l re « : = le 
every Monday during the Sittings to hear Chamber Summonses . , le ts 4 Ah ny - 7 i ie 
Summonses Adjourned into Court and N Witness Action will be p ; ray . al , a 
heard by Mr. Justice Eve, Mr. Justice Youncer and Mr. Justice P. O. | “Pied | 1 ' : ell Vv | 
LAWRENCE. to ‘ 
Motions, Petitions and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated r P Dut 7 Ml 7 PETERSON 
in the Easter Sittings Paper oh ye , Retained Mat! 
Norice with Rererence TO THE CHANCERY Witness Lists Ad i} Sumn 
During the Easter Sittings the Judges w! t for the «lis; ' 
Witness Actions as follows 
Mr. Justice SARGAN' ill take the Witness List for SarGay 


Youncer, JJ. 
Mr. Justice Astsury will take the Witness List for AstTeuRyY 
P. O. Lawrence, JJ 
Mr. Justice PETERSON take the Witness List for Eve and Ps 
son, JJ. 
Cuancery Causes ror Tria, orn HEARING 
Set down to April 17th, 1919 
Before Mr. Justice Eve Curtis Smit 
Retained Causes for Tria Hammond v Stockdale 
(With Witnesses | : 
The Eastern Valleys Black Vein | 
Collieries ld v The Elled Colliery Applications under the Trading 


Co ld ; with the Enemy Acte, 1914 
Giasson v Essex County Council 1916 ; 
Thomas Turner & Co v Turner, 
Ryalls & Co ld In re The Bayer Co Id, enemies & 
Causes for Trial without Witnesses | The Berlin Aniine Co id, enemi 
and Adjourned Summonses Ke 


In re Brown dec Brown v Dunlop | 1 Greishein Elektron ld 


In re C W Wallace Champion \ & 


Wallace Kalle & Co ld, enemies & 

In re E M Nelson dec Nelson v | Meister, Lacius & Bruning l 
Collins enemies & 

In re H He ebone dec He ebone The Badische Co d, enemies &« 
v Hellebone pt hd (s o to M y 6) 

In re H T White de« Jenkins 
Parry 

In re Wm Rivers dec Pullen v Before Mr. Justice ASTBURY 
Rivers Retained Matters 

In re Metcalfe Metcalf v Met Petition 


Inte Bishop's Trusts Greenwood MY) gins! Riess Jokes 1 THe HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 


v Luxton 
In clage | ties dee Davies v/ Adjourned Summons CREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON, W.C. 1. 
In re S H Norris dec Lindsel] vy | In re E M Wilkes de Fraser \ ™ 

Norris Smit pt hd : 


In re Edward Kay dec Bonnor-| In re Morrice Trusts Hardie CHILDREN OF TO-DAY 


Maurice v Kay Hope-Vere (pt hd) 
. In re E, Cocquerel dec Emersé are the 








Cocquere yt hd) 
Before Mr. Justice SARGAN’ In - a Kershaw & ore CITIZENS OF TO-MORROW. 
Retained Matters, ants mt hd ’ C ’ 
Adjourned Summonses in ‘ See 1am’a Settled Estates HE need. for greater effort to counterbalance 
in ve A G Gchil den Shia In re Settled Land Acts (pt hd the drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Schiff (pt hd) In * ws — Landor | Nation, by saving infant life for the tuture welfare of 
: . WT ¢ 5 wdor > had) . ‘i ’ ] ' . 4 i 
— W mem s Wall Trusts _- : Cs vedios i M the British E npire, compels the Committee of The 
alligey v irkley re rawto s i“ WKN he = - at : 
en _ Ukthoff (pt hd Hospital for Sick Children, Great Ormond-street, 
Motion. In re W iddington Chambers London, W.C 1, to plead most earnestly for increased 
in os Henri Despaigne Despaigne Ph aS M egy Sag support for the National work this Hospital is 
y eee mers v Hay performing in the preservation of child lite 
Petition = —— a oe eae) The children of the Nation can truthfully be said 
> Solomon Levy v Jacobs pt In re Walter Jarvis dee Arnold to be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet 
a 8 0 1° . ° 
. a ; Jarvis the mortality among babies is still appalling, while 
Price v Rhondda UDC (to be men- | 1," te (i Fletcher dec Fowles v | Se ies fee whe at — 
tioned) Fost | the irthrate 18 siowly but sure ly «ae ning, 
— for Tr In re Kerrison’s Settlement In 1 OR over 60 vears this Hospital has been the 
otees 60 = ttle in Acts a2 tk 1890 | Po 2 . 
With W ' n . — 1A rh eatiy means of saving or restoring the lives and 
th itnesses. ) n e Jarvis de rnol * . 
I Fleming & Gale's P Jarvie health of hundreds of thousands of Children, and 
nore fFiemng «& rales atents —- — ° “ . 
No 18,788 of 1904 and No 14,986 of instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
of 1908 (for prolongation Causes for Tria after their children 
Norton te The Submarine Motor ae Weneanes £5 000 has to be raised immediately 
Ship Cleaner Syndicate ld Tollast v Budd ’ ) } , 
McTurk v Davies Svthway v Nash to kee P the Hospital out of debt 
rx Tris Green (rey befo e M: y n ré piers é on le ») 2 
urrish v Green (not before Ma; in re Spiers & P af ok Forms of Gift by Wiil to this Hospital can be 
Hansen y E Penton & Son (not | Aviation Co Id obtained on application to 
before May 4) Goldberg v Goldber JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretar 
5 5 : & JAMES ! KAY, Acting Secretary. 
Dodd v Stockfeld (not before May | Hepworth Manufacturing Co ld + : J Y 
15) Ryott 
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In re John Turner's Trusts 
Peachey v Public Trustee pt hd 

In re C W Chivers ds Chivers v 
Chivers 

In re Wright Hegan v Bloor 

In re A H Hutchinson Crispin v 
Hadden 

In re Rudge’s Settlement Trusts 


Rudge Rudge 
In re C E Hu 

Hunte 
In re W 

Henry 
Davenport Lamb 
In T A) or Bat ‘ 
restored 
re A J 


Wootton 


Whatel 


ter «lk 


H He le Kennedy 


re 


In 


In re Wood de 
ey 

In re John W atk na 

British & Mercantil 

Fd irds 

In rm Hay es 

Brown Lewis 

Lloyds Bank Id Mar 

In re Mountgarr: ck 

ebpy 


" 
short 


Kemp Haynes 


Ing 


garret m4 


Short 
In re F 


Ex« nange 


Fenning 
W Zurhorst de Roya 
Asace v Cock’ 


In re F V Smith de lrigger 
Smith 
Savile v London & Kingsat« Boa 
& Motor Works Id (short) 
In re Joeeph Tucker's Eastat« 
Clarke Attorney -Ge 
Compan es W mir i%4 [ | ] 
Chancery D n 
Pet tions Wind I 
Timor Ojlfielda Id pet f RH 
Silley—ordered on Oct 13, 1914 
to atanad over gem !.¥ 
Chilian Faatern Central Ry Co Id 
— of A Delimelk ordered or 
June 16, 1915 to tand er 
generally 
Colnbrook Chemical & F Xplosives 
Co ld petn of Scott sh Tube 
Co d ordered on Dex 5. 1916 


to stand over generally 
West of England Cinemas Id etn 
of H H Harper—ordered } 


mm wune 


18, 1918, to atand over generally 

North Weat Corpn i petn I 
Goodall, Clavton & Co ld—« o 
from Dec 10, 1918, to June 10 
1919 

Globe Films Id pet of Tra 
Atlantic Film Co Id—s o from 
Feb 4, 1919, to May 6, 1919 


: — = 
Metalo Id petn of George Liiling 


ton & Co ld—ordered on Feb 18, 


1919, to stand over generally 
Herman & Phillips ld (petn of 
Lewis Berger and Sons ld—s o 


from April 1, 1919, to first Peti 
tion day Trinity 


1919 


in Sittings, 


G H Fernau «& Co ld pet yf 
Pub'ic Trustee and ors—ordered 
on April 15, 1919, to stand over 


generally 

Oaklev, Sollas & Co ld petn 
Pendare Navigation Coal Co 
s o from April 15, 1919, to May 
13, 1919) , 

British International Bank 
(petn of Scottish Provident In 
stitution Bui'dings ld—s o from 
April 15, 1919, to May 6, 1919 

Green & Green ld of T 


Piper) 


ld 


(petn 





G | 


Robert Meredith & Co ld (petn of 


F Howard 


Plavhouse (Galashiels) Id petn ot 
Simpson and Lawson 
EF: g Proprietary Id petn 


yds Bank ld 


ig Line 
of Lk 


Petition (to Confirm Reorganisa- 


tion of Capital 


Coop Steam Digger (CG d 
rdered on June 16, 1914, to 
stand over generally 
Pet is Sanction Scheme ¢ 
\rrangement 
W uw Co.eman's Ord ary 
Shares ld (petn of H W Cutting 
dered on March 3, 1914, to 
stand L general 
Cha & Marbut Carvings Id 
P s (to Confirm Altera i t 
Mem ot (ene 
W ws = (Birmimgham d 
May 6, 1919 


By . & South Africa Ins London Gazette Turspay, April 29 
Corp: | r May 13. 1919 Foukestone Taxicas Co., Lrp.—Ceditors are required, on or before June 7, to send 
7 ‘ | | their nan and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Georg: 
Greater Britain Ins Corp i Haines Chapman, 84, Guildhallst., Folkestone, liquidator 
{ Ma 13. 1919 | T. Hew & Sox, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 31, to send their 
. eee | ( 1 | names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Wilfred 
I x “> ralasia nsce | Horsfall Hughes, Station-st.-bldgs., Huddersfickl, liquidator 
for Ma 5, 1919 INtaxp Transrort & Marine INscrance Co.. Ltp. (Is Votentany Liqvipation 
Creditors are required, on or before May 30, to send their names and addresses, 
M nd tl particulars of their debte or claims, to Chales Arthur Neal, 7, Tithe 
n-st laverpool, liquidator 
line ( , Cc d ata I. Levin, Lep.—Creditors are required, on or before June 10, to send their names 
1 ind addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward Cooper, 
voluntal liquidation ordered ag teternce te Magy es B, 
on Jan 28. 1919. to stand overt Sovurn ENp Srinnina Co., Lrp.—Creditore are required, on or before May 31, to 
renera send their names and address« and the particulars of their debts or claims, t 
x l 
James Todd, National lvs., St. Mary's Parsonage, Manchester, liquidator 
( Sumn _— Tyxepate Coat Co Lap Creditors are required, on or before May 31, to send 
. _— . their neme ind adresse ind the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Fre " Son African Devel p Thomas Harrison, 31, Mosley-st Neweastle-upon-Tyne, liquidator 
ment Co ld Partridge v Fre | 
South African Development Co | . . “tO 
"aanidioan’ sae | Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
( prelim uy well = 
ordered Ap i} 2 1914 to London Gazette.—Frivay, April 25. 
r : mane : Be eae , N son (Black por Ltd General Stores and Munitions Co., Ltd 
wed ove genera! ly ending : , 
y : P » = lench Aver Nursin Hon L.tal Cadet Publications, Ltd. 
~ S wetion In ngs Henen s sdale Masonic Hall ¢ Ltd Thomas Jackson (Clayton), Ltd., Clay 
Divi Her 7 Ltd ton, Manchester 
Yrarhial ottial 7 Cal S.8.J. Syndicat Ltd Steam Tug Conductor,’ Ltd 
Kg a ICON : \n ee ( x Campden Ga Coke ¢ Martin Brothers, Ltd. 
Mor rage and I eat it, ( l Ltd 4 
is to ngent cain pal London Gazette.—Tvurspay, April 29. 
ird parties to appiy o fix Ww. Everitt 2 Ltd Ocean Steam Fishing Co., Ltd 
day for further hearing South Buckley Rock Brick ¢ Ltd Paris Carlton Hotel, Ltd 
(; ‘) | ‘ M Curzon Syndicate, Ltd Victoria Wharves, Ltd 
rere ninvibus Ss ip} V nu- Kidderminster Harriers and Football Volana Shipping Co., Ltd 
factu g ( d (delivery wp of Club ( Ltd Woabank & Forrest, Ltd 
ho r d documents rdered Caucasian Investment ( Lte De Dion Bouton (1907), Ltd 
j . 
on Feb. 27. 1917. to atand overt Seit King "Co., Ltd Stephenson & Mallams, Ltd 
: E ry . . Bolton Coffee Tavera ¢ Ltal Wingrove Steamship Co., Ltd 
goucre . . Lodge Fume Deposit ¢ Ltd Sea Fisher Co., Ltd 
Movyitett's Stores ld (to va fet of Universal Stock Exchan Ltd Tunnel Land Co., Ltd 
>ntrebut rdered : Apri Allen Steam Fishing (* Ltd Louvh Fisher Co., Ltd 
cDntrrbutore ordered ¢ , 
3. 1917. ¢ stand over genera'ly 
ret bi ! ahice af T: . ° 
es iy ae oe A Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 
yury “ - 
‘ ’ : London Gaazette.—Trespay, April 15 
Nat — A Ins : iy 1 Forrias Assets Co, Lop.—Creditors are required, on or before May 30, to send 
(pmorties of poucy holders t r names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
cay W am Ge e Jefferys, 66, Coleman-t., liquidator 
Francis Cooke & Co ld (Creditors fa —aeneeeneeneeereERSRSReR eT — 
claim against Liquidator ° ’ ° 
ordered o ) 7 118. to st 
dered on Dew 17, 1918, to stand Creditors’ Notices. 
over generall 
Carton Id (to appoint fresh Liqu Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
dator ordered on April 8, 1919, 
> non" . Last Dar or Crarm. 
t« stand over genera.tly re : 
tained by Mr Justice Ast yrury London Gazette—-FRripay, April 18. 
Fraser & Chalmers ld (as to distri \rtito, Frepentcx Groner, Teignmouth May 20. Toser & Dell, Teignmouth 
‘ / \eeeny, Freperick James, Holmewood-cdne., Streatham Hill May 20. Venn & 
bution of assets—s o from April Woodeook, 14, South-sq., Gray's Inn , 
15, 1919, to April 29, 1919—re \rerox, Luke, Skipton, Yorks, Farmer. May 14. Hampden Smith, Silsden, Yorks 
tained by Mr Justice Astbury Boots, Witrtam, Bingley, Yorks, Timber Merchant. May 14. Hampden Smith, 
' —" . Sileden, Yorks 
Vander Plas England ld on Burxpett, Jonux, Teignmout} May 31. Barclays Bank, Ltd., Lombard-st 
pr of of Fiat Motors d—with Bepparp, JoHN, Wimbledon Park, Surrey May 4. Iliffe, Henley & Sweet, Bed 
ld t : wit "sonatas , 
Witnesses parties to apply to fix Bacon, Emity Carnotmne, Caversham-rd., Kentish Town. May 31. Neave, Morton 
day for nearing—retained by M1 & Co., 223, Strand 
Justice Astbury) Cuarrer, Jounx, Alderley Edge Chester, Licensed Victualler. May 17. Cobbett 
sii ; Wheeler & Cobbett. Ma hester 
Transandine QConstruction Co ld {as Cursyry, Lt.-Col. Ketnow, Whimple, Devon May 5. Tweed & Son, Honiton 
to distribution of assets Devon 


LAW REVERSIONARY 


No. 


Capital Stock .. 
Debenture Stock 


REVERSIONS PURCHASED. 
Forms of Prepesal aad full information can be ebtained at the Society's Ofc. 


INTEREST SOCIETY | 
LIMITED. 
15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 18653, 


£400,000 
on £331,130 


ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 


— - oa oe 


@. H. MAYNE, Seorstary. 








SkPeLMERSDALE Masonic Hatt Co., Lrp. (Is Votcntary Linquipation).—Creditors are 

quit n or before May 31, to send their names and addresses, and particulars 

their ts or claims, to Mr. Joseph Wild, 5, Brown Moor-la., Great Crosby 
Liver lator 





oe CIN 
May 
laims, to Mr. J. 8 


qu 


Winding-up Notices. 


COMPANIES 
CHANCERY 
Frivay, April 26 


JOINT STOCK 

LIMITED IN 
London Gazette 

~Creditors are required, on 


and the particulars of their 
, Sheffield, liquidator 


eua. Lop. (Ins Votenrany Liqvipation 
15, to send their names and 


Hancock, 57 


addresses, 
Surrey-st 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
























May 3, 1919 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER, [Vol. 63.) 489 











Currozp, Joun, Twickenham, Market Gardener. May 11. G. H. Barber & Son | Smira, Atrrep Emanvet, Choriton-on-Medlook, Manchester, Draper. May 2 
13, St. Swithin’s-lane ypey, Farley & Doherty, Manchester 

a Suir a <4 Northwood May 24. Bertram Sturt, & Old Jewry 

| 


Daxpo, Lovrsa, Wedmore, Somerset. April 30. Burrough & Crowder, Wedmore 
Suirn, Ratew#, Stratford-upon-Avon, Greengrocer. April 24. Smith & Roberts, 


Somerset 
Denison, Louisa Evetry, Seville-st., Lowndes-sq. May 31. Lee & Pembertons, 4 vesham 
Lincoln’e Lnn-fields | Starterow, Fraxcts James, Whitchurch, Salo May 14 Hal! & Co., Manchester 














Barts, Right Rev. ALrrep rquay Mey 24. Buckingham & Kindersley, Exeter. | Srewanr, Frepertck CHantes, Grosvenor-rd W cetm inster May 27. Caporn & 
Eante, Cepric, Kingston-wpon Hull May 15. Barker & Mayfield, Hul Campbell, St. Bride’s House, Salishbury-eq 
ELpen, ALrrep, Voltaire m Clapham, Licensed Victualler May 16 Kingsbury la#oMAs EMILY Porchester-tert Bavewater May 2 Phillips & Caommings, 
& Turner, Brixton-rd Abchureh House. Sherborn vie 
Farrctoves, [A.-Col. Eorrtox, Ladbroke-cres., Salt Manufacturer May 19. (hae fuonr, WiLtiam PAXTON Great Maplestead \ irage, Eesex May 16. Frere & 
H. Unsworth, Warrington Co., 38, Lincoln's Inn-fields 
FatrTaorne, Erase: Anne, Colville-gdns., Tealbot-rd May 17 Jotcham & Son Tervece.. Josern,. Warwick-rd Earl's ¢ rt May 17 Alfred Neale, 1, Queen 
Wantage, Berks. Vietoria-st 
Grvisexn, Nicwotas Atstrt Ror Vax, Liverpool. May 24, Bertram Sturt, 8, Old | wrn, Frances. Rhyl. Flint. May 12. J. Ogden, Hardicker & Hanson, Man 
Jeysgy | chester F 
Gerar, Cerctn Repotrs, Thirsk, Yorks, Shipowner May 1. C. Gilbert Buntin i ronp, Atarret Joux, Bla 1, Refreehment Cateres May 5. Will. J. Read 
West Hartlepool Blackpool 
Hatt, Eeerton Hawsgster, ( hur Somerset May 20. ¢ France Drinkwater " SUsSaNNaAn. Streatham ( ' M i} Wordswortl tussell & Shaw, 
Gloucester Old Broad-«t 
Hitt, Many AGNes Harman, Croydon May 16. Shepheerd & Walters, 23, You Vavenrox, Taomas Atarer, Sutton Coldfield, Gokl and Silver Smith May 7 
st., Kensington Arnold, Son & Rose, Birminghan 
Hitman, Eciza Frances, Caverehom rd., Kentish Towr May 31. Neave, Morton Vatronp, Resecca, Walthamstow May 1 Legette & Bonnett, 1, Lincoln's Inn 
& Co., 232, Strand fields 
Hopeson, Henry Tristox, Harpenden, Hert May 2. Harokd P. Wilson, Norfolk \\ ure. Eorre Ewa. Liandile, Carmarthen Mav Lb. George Wiliams & Hurley, 
House, Norfobk-st., Strand Ita 0 
LANGLANDS, JonN GRaNt, Mortehoe, North Devon May 18. Deacon & ( 0, Great Watson, Grorer Epwarp. Ipew Printer June 1. Guy C. Bantoft, Ipewich 
St. Helen's Venster. Grorer. West Kirby June 1 Webster, Pennell & Webster, Liverpool 
LAUGHARNE, Jessie Everyy, Preston, Lancs. May 244. W. 8. Woodcock, Bam Viner, Lacerence Amos, Mile 7 1, Sheerness, Doctor of Medicine. May 31. Gard, 
Bridge, Lancs tens & Davideon, 2. Gresham -bidgs., Basinghall-st 
Linenam, Atsert Eenest, Liverpool, Ship Broker. May 27. Oliver Jones, Billson | 
& Co., Liverpool 1 don Gazette Terspay, April 2 
LLovp, Steraexn, Newport, Mon., Engine Driver May 19 Powell, H hes & . 
Jones, Ebbw Val+ | fon Tsaner ROLINE. Cricklewood Ma 4] Wordsworth, Russell & Shaw, 72, 
MeoCaw, Hues Jonny, Brook-t., Lambeth, Medical Practitioner. May 15. Mad Gresham , Old Broad 
Stirling & Humm, 13, Old Jewry-chm)rs Crare. James sham. Sussex june 2. Woodbridge & Sons, 5, Serjeante’-inn 
Mare, (martes Kerr, Lioyd's-av., Coal Contractor. Jur 4. | Flux, Leadbitt Liston, Brarrerce ANNETTE, Dover May & Fielding & Son, Dover 
& Neighbour, 2i. Great St. Helen's Cor Hexery Menxror Te nae th uM i. Gard, I Il, Betenson & Davidson 
Mittarp, Witttam, Wedmore, Somerset Apr ” Burroucgh & Crowder, Wedmort 2 Gresham-hides tasinehall-«t 
Somerset lean tomer O'CansGHan NewennaM, Southport Mav 19. Grundy lamb & 
Mocatta, Cec. Davin, Addleston Surrey Ma 17. Le Brasseur & On wD Grun Manchester 
Carey-st., Lincoln's Inn H Iacos. Fenehurchst.. Tobacco Merchant. May 23. Jonathan E. Harris, 95, 
VMorrox, Hannan, Oldham May 2S Robert O. Mellor, Oldham Lendenhall-«t 
Nasu, Exiza, Croydon May 20. Peard & Son, Croydon | Kwetont. Witrtam Henry. Dover May ®. Fielding & Son,’ Dever 
Nre, Eceanor, Tunbridge Wells. May 28. Cheale & Son, Tunbridge Welle | Logay. Witmor Jane. Torqua May 20. Alfred W. I thady, 23, Queen Anne's 
OG, JOHN, Harrogate. May 10. Raworth & Co., Harrogate at 
Panke, ANNieg, Liverpool. June 1 Newman, Fo & Rodway, Liverpool Vancoum. Preurexry (the Younger Great Rerrow, Chester May 31 Evans 
Parkineton, THomas, Ipswich, retired Builder June 1. Guy C. Bantoft. Ipswicl . ott & ¢ wer 
Porter, Water, J.F., Ely, Cambride« June 16. H. Copley, St. Ives, Hunts SCOT Awwir. Edit rove. ¢ - Mu 17 ( khurn. Goetling & Cockburn, 
PrRitcnett, ANNI£, Knaresborough. May 10. Raworth & Co., Harrogats Brizhton 
RosertTson, ALEXANDER Winrox, Fenchurech-st., Engineer May 2 Forbes & Son, | « wo CHantes Frepentcx. Minchinhampton, Gloucester May 31 . J. Vardon, 
19, Mark-lane 12? Savile-row 
Rogers, Aces Evizasera, St. Leonards-on Sea May 16. Shepheards & Walters, 23 as Constasce Amy Sanam Hannan Usery, Oxferd and Cambridge-manens., 
Young-et., Kensington Paddineton. May 17. Bevfus & Bevfus, 09, Lineoln’s Inn-fields 
Ropsocrs, Mary ANN, Groydon. May 20. Peard & Son, Croydon | Wreerare. Ernest Jons, Orpington, Kent, Solicitor, May 2 tohbert G. Harrison, 
Rupo.tr, Norman Scorr, Pall Mall Mav 2. Wigan, Champernowne & Tres | 8 Bush _ 
Norfolk House, Vi Embankment i \ ~~. CHRIsTorHEeR Wrxevaim, K ! dale, Weetmorland June 2. Nichol 
Rushworth, Mary, Denholme, Bradfor« May 31, ( H. Simpson & Simps | n. Graham & Jones. 24. Coleman-at 
Manchester Witsox. Groner. M heste May 15. Grund Lamb & Grundy, Manchester 








> CaLLtenper, Groroe Marswate. Victoria-st H ( ¢ Spraxmaster. Apranim, Belwrave-rd., Stoke Newington, 
Bankruptcy Notices. Pet. Jan. 9. Or April & AN ire Manufacturer's Manager High Court 
Campsree, Witttam, Cilfynydd, Glas ( r. Por Pet, April 12. Ord. April 12 
London Gazette.—Frivar, April ll pridd. Pet. April 7. Ord, April 7 , 
FIRST MEETINGS Davies, Epwarp Asronx, Pontypridd, ¢ rv Labourer FIRST MEETINGS 
Brixetey, Warrex, St. James's-st. April 2 at 12 Pontypridd. Pet. April 7. Ord. April 7 Casewene, Wioentam, Cilfyaydd, Glam., Collier April 
Bankruptey-bldgs., Carey-st De Mertxnnot, Riovt Fraexanp Josers, Basil-«t, Knicht Mat ILLS. Of. Rew St Catherine’schmbrs., St 
Davies, Witttam Jown Apranam, Cwm, Mon., General bridge High Court Pet. Oct. 29. Ord. April 8 Catherine’ s-st Pontypridd 
Deal r. April Bat ll. Off. Re 144, Commer ] Pemaxcrton, Romert Eric, Baskerville-rd., W Iswort} Car. Ricmarp Arsonp, Handforth, Chester, Farmer 
st., Newport, Mon Wandsworth. Pet. Jan, 9. Ord. April 9 125 at 3. Off. Ree., Byrom-st., Manchester 
Giisert, Percy, Brentwood, Essex April 24 at 11.30 toses, Poitsir, Duke-st., Manchester-s Ladies’ ( April 2 @ ‘ ; 
14, Bedford-rovw tumier High Co Pet. April 8 Or 4 % Davies, Epwarp Aston Pontypridd, Colliery La ourer 
Hexter, Aterrt Epwarp, Southend-on-Sea. Master April 26 at 1145. Off. Ree.. — ntherine’s- 
Blacksmith. April 24 at 11. 14, Bedford row London Gazette Turspay, Apr 15 chimbhrs., St. Catherine-st., Pontyprids 
Miter, G., Sheering, Essex, Baker pril 24 at 12 RECRIVING ORDERS Hoare, Cram Taorntos, Knightsbridge. April 30 at 
14, Bedford-row. Ml. Bankruptey-bidge., Carey-st 
Patcuitr, Tom, Great Grimeby, Vanmen. April 23 at | Ba®xes, Frepericx, Bitterne, Southampton, Clothiers, y cnous. Wrens Groner, Silvesteret., Wire and 
ll. Off. Rec., St. Mary’e<hmbre.. Great Grimsby Southam ton Pet. April 10. Ord Ay ril 10 Bristle Brush Manufacturer April 30 at 12 
Rosex, Puittie, Duke-st., Manchester-sq, Ladies’ Cos —— a - ath — - 4 wil it a. _— : 1 ® Bankruptey-bldgs., Carey-st 
er ) 2 u rte dvs are ork Stock por et pr re pr . ? 
x? Se ae anon NicHoits, Witttam Grorer, Silvester«t Wire and | Rt Seakres t ~ a a a oo 
; 4 T 12 stle us \ ufacturer h Court ot inkruptey-bk . 
ADJUDICATIONS Sen 4 - : - vril 2. ? Srraxmaster, AnnanaM, Belgrave rd., Stoke Newington, 
Baxer, Grornor FEantr, Jermyn-st. High Court. Pet RicHaRnpson, A Wood fe rd. Ess Hi ( rt Pet Woodware Manufacturer's Manager April 30 at 


Dec. 23. Ord. Aprii 8 March 7 Ord. | ril 10 11. Bankruptey-bldgs., Carey +t 


THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., Ltp. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT. EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


“MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are b distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householderr. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium, 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Cl f Inserti in L d Mortgages of 
INSURANCE. ined + sonnel sattied nt Aol will be oa on cadiiatins 























For Further Information, write; 24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 








May 3, 1919 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE SOCIETY LIMITED, 
No. 114, Chancery Lane, London, Waa & 


Fire. Personal Accident and Disease. Burglary. Fidelity Guarantee. Property Owners’ Indemnity. 
Workmen's Compensation, itciuding Domestic Servants. Third Party. Motor Car. Plate Glass. 


BON DS—1The Directors desire to specially draw the attention of the Legal Profession to the fact that _ — 
muuummmmmens = (uarantee Bonds of this Society are accepted by His Majesty’s Government and in the High Court of Justice. 











DIRECTORS— , ; _ 
CHAIRMAN (formerly of Johnson, Raymond-Barker & Co., Lincotn’s Inn). 
merly of Williams & James, Norfolk House, Thames 2mbankment). 

JAMES MARSH JOHNSTONE, Esq. (Rawle, Johnstone & Co.) Bedford Row. 
DILLON R. L. LOWE, Esq. (Lowe & Co.), Temple Gardens. — 

FREDERICK STUART MORGAN, Esq. (Saxton & Morgan), Somerset Street. 
RONALD PEAKE, Esq. (Peake, Bird, Collins, & Co.), Bedford Row. 

JOHN DOUGLAS PEEL. Esq. (Morrell, Peet & Gamien) Oxford. ‘ . 
CECIL STUART RAYMOND-BARKER Esq. (Johnson, Raymond-Barker & Co,) 


JOHNSON, Esq., J.P 
DL. J.P., Vick-CHAIRMAN (fo 


CHARLES PLUMPTRE 
ROMER WILLIAMS Esq 
ROW LAND BEEVOR, Esq.(Williams & James), Norfoik H muse, T hames Em 
Groukvse FRANCID Bb RS erney) Lincoln's Inn Field 
L.(. GHOLM LEY, bag. (Frere, Choimeley ¢ ©), Linecola’s Inn Fields ’ 
EUMUN: FRAN:+ 18 BLAKE’ HURCH, Esq, (Char Adama & Prior), Belford Row 
BARRY M. ¢ KOCK ENUEN, Bag. (Francis & Crookenden), Lincoln's Ina Fi 
GOUFREY NIX DICKINSON, Eeq. (Hewes & +" “4 Stonehouse. > Sees 
t PEELED - a ew t , ! zincoins ° J z ‘ , 
AO 7 s =v es nme . iY, rrer & Co "LA - *s Inn Fields. J. BE. W. RI. Ex, Eaq. (Rider, Heaton, Meredt h & Mills), oy ~~ 
FR AN . (Nicholson, Patterson & Freeland) Queen GEORGE L. STEWART, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Lincoln's Inn ie Pn Seat 
ah - alae r MICHAEL FORBES TWEEDIE, Esq. (A. F. & R. W. Tweedie), Lincoln's Ina as. 
Mw gE (Lawrence, Graham & Co.), Lincoln s Inn. HEKB:) RT NEVILL WALFORD, K-q. (Walfurd:), Bolton Street, Piccadilly. 
WES I Haillowes & ( arter), Bedfor! Row W. M' LMOTH WALTERS, keq (Walters & €o.). L neoln's Inn. 
eq. Wudd. Krodie & Hart) Bedforl Row. sir HENRY ARTHUR WHITE, C.V.0. (A. & H. White) Great Marlborough Stet 
4 w7 rm rly of Carleton ell ¢ edfot | .RTHUR C WHITEHEAD, Esq. (Burch, Whitehead & Davidsous), )iton 
Street, Piccadi ly. 
1 WILLIAMS, Esq., J.P., Pinesfeld, Rickmansworth. 


Row ] 
VRKANCIS wn EBuiNALi JAMES, kag, (Gwyin umes & Son), Hereford. gE. TREVOK LL 


rankment. 


ve Y, Kag. (¢ orsellia & 





q. ( 
bh, CARLI \-HOLMES 


EVANS. 
LAW RENCE. 


. sq { GEORGE 
SECRETARY—H. T. OWEN LEGGATT. ASSISTANT SECRETARIES { “. R. 
i ts of, the Legal Profession, INVITES 
Soc ent on its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requiremen oo 
APPEL RATIONS FUR AOERCIE S FROM SOLICITORS, 10 WHOM IT IS ABLE 10 OFFER SVECIAL PACu Sess Se the transaction of Insurance 
business on the most favourable terms. It enjoys the highest reputation tor prompt and liberal settlement 4 —., iuaiun ost Ge pons = 
Forms and full information may be had at the Society's Uffiice, The business of the Society is coniined to the Un . securte 


offered to the Policy Nolders ts unsurpassed by any of the leading Insurance Companies. 


LONDON GAZETTE 
LONDON and 
OFFICE. — No. 120, 
STREET, LONDON. 


| ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent 


begs to direct the attention of the Legal Professios 


(published by authority) and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
CHANCERY LANE, FLEE’ 


to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of | 


fifty years in the special insertion of all pro forma notices 
&c., and to solicit their continued support. — N.B 
Forma, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and 
Dissolutions of Partnership, with necessary Declaration 
File of “Condon Gazette kept for free reference. By 
appointment. 


FFOOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS 

4 Pally, 9 till sunset. Admission Sundays Fellows an’ 
Fellows’ Orders; Saturdays and Vondays during the War 
6d. each ; other dave is. each; children always 6d. 


LAW ASSOCIATION, 
For 
the Benefit 
of Widows and 
Families of Solicitors 
in the Metropolis and 
Vicinity Instituted 1817. 
Sapported by Life and Annual Sub- 
eriptions and by Dovations. This 
Association consists of Solicitors taking out 
London Certificates and of retired solicitors 
who have practised under London Certificates; 
and its objects are (amongst others) : To grant relief 
to the Widows am! Children of any deceased 
Member, or if none, then to other relatives 
dependent on him for support. The 
elief afforded last year amounted 
to £1,5°2 A Subscription of 
One Guinea per nnom 
constitutes a Member 
anid a payment of 
Ten Gul: eas Mem- 
bership for 
Life. 


Applications to be mnade to the SECRETARY, FE. Evelyn | xc. 
Parron, 3, Gray's-Inn-place, London W.< 





BRAND’S 
Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere, 


BRAND & CO., Ltd.. Mayfair Works. Vauxhall, $.W. 





V ADAME TUSSAUDS EXHIBITION, 
a Baker-street Station —The most Inexpensive, En- 
| joyable and Instructive House of Entertainment in London. 
| War Mape and Relics explained daily. 

| Pictures. Delightful Music. L h 

Admission ls, Children under 12, 6d. 

10 till p.m, 











TO MEMBERS OF THE LEGAL PROFESSION. 


SPINK & SON, LTD., 


17 & 18, PICCADILLY, LONDON, W. 1, 


Est 1772, 


beg to intimate they Value JEWELS, PLATE and EFFECTS of deceased estates 


at most moderate terms. 


A thoroughly competent staff for this purpose is always available for any part of the U.K. 
Duplicate, or triplicate inventories always supplied. Promptitude and accuracy guaranteed... 
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